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the Navy and a commodore of the Navy were 
‘ajied upon to settle disputes as to whether this 
member or that member controlled the largest 
i 


number of petty appointments. 


There were a number of these letters, showing | 


that members of Congress, in order to get their 


fir share of patronage, were compelled by their || 
stituents to go begging and threatening these 


master workmen; and every one of these gentle- 
nen who came before the committee stated, with 
a frankness for which i give them credit, that the 
eystem was destructive of all discipline in the 
savy-vards; and some of them said that it would 
he far better to dispense with navy-yards alto- 
ther rather than that system should be con- 


jnued. The report furnishes an ample detail of 


the grossest abuses; and, in the face of them, I 
ask if any member of the House can vote against 
this third resolution? 

| ask the Clerk to read the fourth resolution. 

It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President and Secretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 


for contracts With the United States, and the effect of 


ywardiug contracts upon pending elections, have set an 
eyample dangerous to the public satiety and deserving the 
eproot of this House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
sharge contained in this resolution without con- 
cusive proof; but the disclosures made in this in- 
vestigation, and especially the letters produced, 
leave no room for doubt, The most open appeals 
were made to the President and the Secretary to 
award large contracts to control pending elections 
for party services; and this by high officers of the 
Government, as well as the contractors them- 
selves. The brief time allowed me will only allow 
me to cite one or two out of numerous letters and 

ersonal appeals. 
William Norris made a bid to construct the 
machinery of a vessel for $126,000, and fortified 
his application by this letter to the Secretary. I 
will thank my friend from Indiana (Mr. Dunn] 
to read it. 
It was read, as follows: 
“On the seore of polities, which [have never mentioned 
before, | have greater claims upon the Government than 
my competitors. Our shop, at Bush Hill, Philadelphia, 
was the first institution in Uais country that raised the ban- 
wr of Buchanan and Breckinridge. The day atter the 
nomination we raised the standard, with full-length por- 
traits of the President and Vice President; and at the elec- 
won our shop turnished seven hundred and sixty-four votes 
riiem. Notwithstanding the present monetary depres- 
son, We gave three hundred and twelve votes for the Ad- 
mimstration at the fast election. We have supported the 
party With material aid by thousands of dollars, and worked 
hard, as any of the party in Philadelphia will testify.?? 
Mr. FLORENCE. Did he get the contract? 
_Mr. SHERMAN. No,sir;he didnot. Now, 
twill read the letter of the man who did get the 
contract. Norris’s competitors were Ready, Neafie 
& Co. Among the letters sent on behalf of Nor- 
ris, Was One from the collector of the port of Phil- 
wlelphia, Mr. Baker. To counteract these let- 
ters, Ready & Co. relied on the active exertions 
of Mr. Witte, a Democratic ex-member of Con- 
gress, who was to receive five per cent. on the 
contract, and who came here and managed the 
oe personally. The testimony, in his case, 
stows very clearly the functions of *‘a lobby 
” > 
sgent.” Among the letters sent on behalf of 
eady & Neafie was this one: 
Me A few weeks since [ was requested by Mr. William 
orrts to state in a letter to you my knowledge of the po- 
2 he character of the locomotive establishment of Messrs. 

- Norris & Son of Philadelphia, which I did; but | did 
_ intend to convey the impression (as I learn has been 
= case) that the marine engine works of Messrs. Ready, 
rps & Co. were not of the same political creed, whoin 

know by reputation, and it is proper to say, is of the 


highest character.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this letter of the collector, 
certifying to the political qualities of Ready, Nea- 

e& Co., and the active agency of Witte, were 
°n one side, and a whole series of political letters 
on the other. How far they influenced the award- 
ing of the contract, we have not pretended to say. 
l only say that the fact of these letters being re- 
ceived and considered and filed in the Department 
8 preper recommendations is a grave offense. 
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| cock] has referred to a letter indorsed by the 
| President. 


Sir, T would not make the | 
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| We cannot say how far they influenced the con- | ment; but this was the only letter that received 


duct of the Secretary of the Navy, because we 
cannot judge the heart of any man; but we do 
say that the very consideration of such letters as | 
these is highly injurious to the public service and | 
offensive to the moral sense of the country; and 
we know, further, that while the bid of Norris 
was $126,000, that of Ready, Neafie & Co. was 
$139,000, and that the latter was successful. 
Now, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bo- 


It is true the President of the United 
States cannot prevent his friends from writing 
party letters. If this letter had simply been re- 
ceived by the President, and nothing said about 
it, we never would have brought it here in judg- 
ment against him. But after he received that let- 
ter—one of the most corrupting letters ever sent, 
suggesting the most corrupting ideas ever sub- 
mitted toa high officer of the Government—he 
indorsed the letter. Let me read it: 
PuiLvapetpnta, September 13, 1858. 

Dear Sir: I venture to suggest to you the importance of 
awarding the contracts for the machinery ot the sloop now 
building at the navy-yard at this time, and if itean be done 
Without prejudice tothe public service, to Merrick & Sons. 
Theirs is the only establishmentin the first district which 
employs a large number of mechanics ; at this time, three 
hundred and ninety; when in full terce, four hundred and 
fifty. 

The managing partners (Mr. M.,sr., being absent, in bad 


health) are tull of energy, straining every nerve to keep | 


| in the navy-yards. 





their force during this depression, and, in so faras [ know, 
the only old Whigs of any influence in that district who 
are in favor of the reélection of Colonel FLorence. 

I know, from tormer experience, the value of that influ- 
ence, and feel persuaded that it is the interest of the Dem- 
ocratic party to increase it. 

The first district will, [ hope, be carried in any event, 
but with that shop at work, full-handed, two weeks prior 
to the election, the result would, | think, be placed be- 
yond all doubt. 

With much respect, W. C. PATTERSON. 
The PRESIDENT. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the proposition sub- 
mitted to the President of the United States in 
regard to a doubtful district 

Mr. FLORENCE. Not at all doubtful. It 
was never doubtful. 


Mr.SHERMAN. A doubtful district, in which 





being beaten. 

Mr. FLORENCE, But not from any influ- 
ence of this kind. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Whilean election was pend- 
ing for a Representative to this House, a gentle- 
man in high position in Philadelphia writes a let- 
ter to the President of the United States suggest- 
ing that, to secure the election of a political friend 
of the President, it would go a good way to give 
a contract for over one hundred thousand dollars 


to certain old-line Whigs, so that this work might | 


be in full operation on the day of election. And 
how is this suggestion received? Suppose, sir, 
that you, exercising the high position of Speaker 
of this House, should be told that if you were to 


pass one of the numerous unjust demands upon | 
your table it would enable a certain man to be re- | 


elected to Congress. Suppose a corrupt propo- 
sition of that kind should be made to you, sir. 
Suppose you should say to a judge upon the 
bench: ** decide this way, and your party and 
my party will be benefited by that decision.” 


That is precisely the proposition, because these | 

contracts were required by law to be given to the | 

dere, then, was a suggestion | 
, ’ DD 


lowest bidder. 
made to the President of the United States, and 
what did he do with it? 


what George Washington would 


such transactions as this? And yet the President 
of the United States, in his own handwriting, de- 
liberately indorsed that letter two days after its 
date, as follows: 
September 15, 1858. 

The inclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, of Philadel- 
phia, is submitted to the attention of the Secretary of the 
Navy. J 

That is the only case in which a letter was thus 
carefully indorsed. Letters were sent to the Pres- 
ident and found their way into the Navy. Depart- 


. 








| Martin’s boiler was not included. 


Did he reject it? Lask | 
you what old Andrew Jackson would have done? | 
have done? | 


Who would connect the names of those men with | by us is thus perverted from its true purpose, by 


| constitutional scruples, or constitutional quibbles, 
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the personal indorsement and sanction of the Pres- 
ident. Now, do you pretend to say that the Pres- 
ident had not read the letter? When 1 first saw 


| that indorsement, | thought it must have been 


done by some clerk, or some one connected with 
the office; but we sent for the original document, 
and it proved to be in the handwriting of the Pres- 
ident. Now, what is the effect of that? Here 
was a corrupt proposition made to the President 
of the United States. He submits it to a high 


| officer of the Government, who has the duty of 


awarding contracts in pursuance of law. ‘The 
law required these contracts to be awarded to the 
lowest bidder without regard to political influence 
or any other considerations. I do not know 
whether this contract was given under political 
influences or not; but mark you, the contract was 
given toa higher bidder than the Novelty Iron 
Works, of New York, admitted to be among the 
best, if not the best, marine engine builders in the 
world. Now, I ask whether this thing ought not 
to be condemned by this House? I will not go 
over the various letters which have been produced 
in testimony to show that this thing was com- 
mon, and extended down to the lowest patronage 
I will now ask my fellow- 
members to read the fourth resolution again; and 


| | appeal to every candid and fair-minded man if 


he can vote against that resoluuon with this rec- 


| ord before him. 


I now ask for the reading of the fifth resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the appointment, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of 
a board of engineers to report upon proposals for construct- 
ing machinery for the United States, the said Martin atthe 
time being pecuniarily interested in some of said prepo 
suls, is hereby censured by this House. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia said that the letter of the President, and 
these various political letters, could not eoeeey 
have influenced this award, because it was made 
by engineers in the employment of the United 
States; men who were independent of the Presi- 


| dent, although they held their offices substan- 


fs || tially at his pleasure. Bear it in mind, that one 
the gentleman [Mr. FLorence] came very nearly || y J ’ 


of these engineers was himself interested in every 
award that was made; he had a patent fora boiler; 
and whenever a proposal for a contract was made, 
and the specifications did not include his patent 
boiler, worth to him $1,000, it was invariably 
rejected; and yet no notice was given to the pub- 
lic that this would be required, or all these men 
might have included it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman is mistaken on 
a pointof fact. Mr. Martin himself recommended 
one of these contracts that did not include his 
yatent. The first of the Norfolk cases did not 
include it, and he recommended that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I muy be wrong in that, In 
regard to one of the sloops, the contract waa not 
awarded until some weeks afterwards; and in the 
second bids, which were not submitted to Martin, 
But, at any 
rate, even according to the admission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, seven out of eight of the 


| awards contained substantially a bid, a bribe, or 


an inducement—lI do not care what you call it; 1 
do not want to use offensive terms—to the amount 


| of $1,000 to Martin to give the contracts to men 


who had included his patenitas part of their speci- 
fications. And yet he was continued in employ- 
ment. Whether he is now in the service of the 


| United States I do not know; but I ask you 
| whether this does not need arebuke; whether our 
| hands are to be ticd, while the money appropriated 


or technical points? Norcan the Secretary evade 
the impropriety of this matter, as he was directly 
informed of the interest of Martin. Martin him- 


| self distinctly testifies that before he was appointed 
| amember of the board he informed the wnsceiery 
| of his interest in a patent boiler, but was su 


appointee. 


l 


have now called your attention to some of the 
leading facts in this case. I suppose that this 


ceneeeaeaes te ating itt 
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book of testimony has never yet been fairly ex- | 
amined by members of this House. It contains 
many other things on which I will not comment, 
because | have confined my remarks to the reso- 
lutions pending. I now ask the judgment of the 
House whether these resolutions are well founded 
or not; and whether I was not justified—nay, 
whether it was not my bounden duty—to bring 
this subj et before this House for its vote. I 
would have considered myself der lict in the duty 
whith I owe to my constituents, who have no 
favors to ask here, if I had not brought this 
subject before the House. It is for you to say 
whether th public mor us and the truth of history 
on of these resolutions. 


do not demand the adopt 


I now call the previous question, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

' A message was reecived from the Senate, by the 
hands of Mr. Parron, one of its clerks, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill of the House 
to incorporate the National Gallery and School 
of Arts in the District of Columbia. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, the bill of the House for the relief of 
Anson Dart. : 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill to facilitate communication between 
the Atlantic and Pacific States by electric tele- 
graph, with amendments; in which he wasdirected 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the bill of the 
House making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of Government for the year ending June 
30, 1861, with forty-five amendments; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 


Liouse. 
ENKXOLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, the follow- 
ing resolutions; when the Speakersigned the same: 

A resolution (S, No.5) for supplying the Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations with such 
copies of the laws, Journals, and public printed 


documents as are furnished to the States and 
Territories: 
A resolution (S. No. 34) in relation to the 


works of the exploring expedition; and 

A resolution (S. No. 35) providing for the ob- 
servation of the eclipse of the sun, which will 
occur on the 1dth day of July next. 


NAVAL CONTKACTS——AGAIN. 


Mr. SICKLES. I ask the rentleman from 
Ohio te withdraw the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will yield to the gentle- 
man from New York for those five minutes, with 
the understanding that he will renew the call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. SICKLES. I cannot in five minutes an- 
swer an argument of one hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
on ent h side. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman has referred 
to the New York navy-yard, and to my connec- 
tion with it, and has made it the subject of argu- 
ment and accusation, and I have a right to be 
heard before the previous question is pressed here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made no reference to the 
gentleman from New York, except to allude to 
his tesumony. I insist on the demand for the 
previous question, 

Mr. SICKLES. I do not think the gentleman 
haa said a great deal, but he has tried to say 
{Shouts of ** Order!’ on the Republican side.} 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have called the previous 
question, 

Mr. MILLSON. I hope the gentleman will 
recollect that I was on the floor day before yes- 
terday, when this question was postponed, and 
that I yielded, at the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio, with the understanding that when it 
came up to-day, the consideration should be re- 
sumed exactly where it was left thatday. I think, 
therefore, that I am entitled to be heard. If the 
gentleman will withdraw the previous question for 
that purpose, I will not occupy above ten minutes, | 
and I am willing to be limited to that time. 


There has been one speech 





Mr. SHERMAN. There has been one speech || 


made on cach side, and I do not think we had bet- 


ter occupy more time with it. I presume there 
will be no objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
occupying ten minutes after the previous 
question has been ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers upon sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
Hempurey were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
aves ninety: no further count being demanded. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. f want to see 
who will vote for cutting off discussion, 

Mr. FLORENCE. Sodol. Gentlemen take 
opportunities to assail members of this House, 
and then they deny them any opportunity of de- 
fending themselves. [Cries of ** Order !’’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 10], nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Wil- 
liam C. Anderson, Ashley, 
uel 5. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Bristow, Bufhinton, Burlin- 
game, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Covode, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gil- 
mer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Killinger, DeWitt C, Leach, Lee, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars 
ton, McKean, McKnight, MePherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, 


rina 


pher Kobinson, Royce, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker, Tompkins, ‘Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu 
- Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodrutl— 
Ol. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock. 
Bonham, Bouligny, Boyce, Burch, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry; David- 
son, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, Gartrel!, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Warris, 
Hation, Holman, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larra 
bee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McQueen, 
McRae, Millson, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, 


Riggs, Jame 


C. Robinson, Rutlin, Rust, Seott, Sickles, | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Sabbitt, Beale, Bingham, Sam- | 





apt tune TR 





for this House to pass judgment upon anybody 
or anything on evidence taken by a commin. 
appointed by a former Congress. Since then I 
have seen the letter of the Secretary of the N oath 
published in this morning's paper, and his wis 
and arguments on this point are so identical wi, 
those I had submitted that it might be supnog 
1 had read that letter, or at least had had aed 
communication with the Secretary of the Nave 
I can only say that I had no communi ation wink 
that officer; that L had not seen his letter, nor dja 
I know of the existence of such a letter. Dat ie 
occurred to me instantly that the committe; had 
invited this House to do a most extraordinary 
act. F 

Some resolutions which were presented by the 
rentleman from Ohio in the last Coner Ss, Were 
submitted by him to the present Congress, and po. 
ferred, upon his motion, to the Committee on By. 
pendituresin the Navy Department. These pogo. 
lutions were not, In the last Congress, reported 
from any committee; they were the views of the 
gentleman from Ohioalone. A committee, ina par. 


| hamentary sense, is a unit. In parliamentary lap. 


guage, we know nothing of the majority or thie mi. 
nority of acommittee. A committee is one ang 
indivisible. That committee was charged by th; 
last Congress with the duty of making certain jp. 
quiries. ‘They discharged their duty; they made 
their report,and upon the presentation of their re. 
port, itappears that so faras the inquiry had been 


| prosecuted, there was noground forimpeachay ot. 
Olin, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Poitle, Quarles, Christo- || ; a mn 
in, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Quarte liristo- || for censure, or fbr other punishment. 


There the 
Now, in the present Congress 


©8, a 


matter ended. 


| standing committee of the House, without power 
| to send for persons and papers, without having 


any documents or evidence referred to them, hay- 
ing nothing referred to them except certain reso- 
lutions, report back these resolutions, which, upon 
examination, appear to be condemnatory of two 
high officers of the Government. 

Now the question is, can this be done? [ have 


| neither the information nor the time to £o intoai 


| inquiry as to the facts of this case. 
| Congress it became the duty of the members to 


Simms, Singleton, William N. UW. Smith, James A. Stew- | 


art, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Vance, Whiteley, and Wright—71. 

So the main question was ordered to be put. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, stated that his col- 
leagues, Messrs. Cox and Heximick, had paired. 

Mr. RICE stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Mines until Saturday. 

Mr. GRATTAM stated that Messrs. Woop and 
Konkee had paired for the day. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, said his colleague, 
Mr. Warproy, liad becn unwell for several days, 
and had paired with Mr. Noewr. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he had paired 





with Mr, Scuwarrz, who was unwell as well as || ‘views of the case upon the evidence taken, thi 


himself, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, said he had paired 
with his colleague, Mr. Brain, upon these reso- 
lutions. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, and Mr. WAL- 
TON stated that if the y had been within the bar 
when their names were called, they would have 
voted in the aflirmative. : 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATTON. Mr. Speaker, itis suggested 
that the gentleman from Virginia on my right 
{Mr. Mixvson} had the floor the day before yes- 
terday, when these resolutions were postponed; 
and as he desires to say something upon them, I 
am willing, so far as [ am concerned, that he 
should have the opportunity, provided it is not 
taken out of the hour to which I am entitled 
under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will be allowed to proceed, if there be no 
objection. 


Mr. MILLSON. On day before yesterday, | 
while I was on the floor, I yielded at the request | 


of the gentleman from Ohio, stating at the time 


that when the question was resumed, the pro- | 


ceedings would be taken up at the point at which 
they were left. Now, sir, I desire to occupy ten 
minutes upon this question, and I am willing the 
Chair shall limit me to that time. 

Mr. Speaker, it will be recollected, perhaps, 
that on the introduction of these resolutions, | 
expressed the opinion that it was not competent 


In the last 


examine the evidence; but l undertake to sav that 
the evidence has not been examined by ten mem- 
bers of this House. Sir, this committee had no: 
even the power to reéxamine the witnesses who 
were then introduced; and now, to make the re- 
sults to which a former committee arrived t! 

basis of an impeachment or attack upon official 
character, by the present Congress, is wholly un- 
precedented, The House must remember that 
when a former committee discharged its duty, and 
had procured evidence enough to justify its con- 
clusions, there it stopped. If they bad not evi- 


| dence enough to satisfy them they would hav 


gone further. If the gentleman from Tennesse 
had been a member of that committee, and a ma- 
jority of the committee had entertained unfriendly 


committee might have gone on to take more; but 
they did what every reasonable committee would 
do—they stopped when they had enough to sat- 
isfy their own minds. And now for another 
court—for the Committee on Expenditures in tl 
Navy Department stands, as to this case, in the 
position of another court—to reopen the case of 
the former committee, to the extent of taking their 
evidence where they leftit, and proceeding to form 
their own judgment upon it, is as unjust as 
would be when a judge, in deciding a case, stopped 
the case when his own mind was satisfied, for 


another judge subsequently to say: ‘I will take 


up the case where my predecessor left it, and | 
| will not obtain or hear even the additional test- 


mony which my predecessor would, perhaps, 
easily have procured if his own doubts had not 
already been removed.”’ 

It is a very common proceeding in a court of 


| justice for a judge inclining to one side of a ques 


tion to say to the counsel retained on that side, 
** vou need not argue the case. I will hear coul- 
alae the other side.”? And when he has heard 
counsel upon the other side, he decides the qu’s 
tion. Now, if another judge should undertaxt 
to reopen the case without authority, and to heat 
nothing but the fragment of the argument 2 


dressed by the counsel who had been stoppe¢ y 
| his predecessor, everybody would exclaim agal’s' 


j 


| 


the absurdity and the injustice of the proceedin2 
But that is precisely what is sought to be done 
here. This committee, acting only upon eviden® 
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red toanother House, undertakes to form an 
report . . 
; adverse to the conclusion to which that 


opinion 
commit 


had repe : 
: = ad notarrived at that conclusion, the prob- 


that they would have gone on with more 
uyidence to remove all possible doubt from the 
mind of the most skeptical. 
. evidence before them at all, 


yypi le 


ability 1s 


They had noth- 


ee had arrived, and which that committee | 
syted to the House, although if that com- | 


THE 


This committee had |! 


“yo but printed documents. They had no authority | 


to summon a single witness examined by the last 
Congress. In reading the papers from which 
al ne they obtained their information, they were 
but reading public documents, and they had as 
much authority to read a history, or anewspaper, 
as to read those documents as evidence upon 
whieh this House could come toa conclusion con- 
jemnatory of the official acts of a public officer. 

For these reasons, 1 hold that such a course 
would be setting a most dangerous precedent, and 
cis in that point of view that I regard this case as 
most important. It would be a dangerous prece- 
jent,and certainly a mischievous one, for the pres- 
eyt Congress to receive the evidence reported to 
another, and make it the foundation of a solemn 
procedure like this, when this Congress has no 


control over the committee by which that evidence | 


was taken and reported, You may, if you please, 
revive the investigation. You may order a reéx- 
amination of the witnesses; but no such order has 
been made by this House. We have given them 
no such power, and we have not even referred to 
them the printed papers which they have treated 
as evidence. 

The committee then have come to their con- 
clusions upon nothing but a document to be found 

the collection of printed documents, and they 
would not have found it there but for the policy 
of the House in taking care of its public archives. 

| therefore protestagainstthe proceedings, with- 
out going at all into the merits of the questions 
involved in the resolutions. Gentlemen may cali 
ta plea to the jurisdiction; but it is a protest 
cainst the authority of the House to arraign any 


ublic agentand condemn him upon mere histor- | 


} 

ial evidence. The President and Secretary have 
had no opportunity to defend themselves before 
this committee. They had the opportunity of 
making such explanations and sending such evi- 
dence as they desired, before the last committee, 
and they availed themselves of it, and were ab- 
solved by that committee. 
to be condemned after having been deliberately 


Now they are sought | 


:bsolved from censure before the only body which | 
ias had their official conduct properly under con- | 


sideration. 
i did not intend to go into any observations 


upon the resolutions themselves, and I will only | 


say that that relating to the navy-yards does not 
alleet me nor my constituents in the remotest de- 
free 


gree. Although I represent a district in which 
there is a navy-yard, neither my connection with 


any patronage at the navy-yard, nor any alleged | 


ubuse at the navy-yard TI represent, has been at 
all connected with this-inquiry. 
ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, an act (H. 
R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson Dart; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

NAVAL CONTRACTS—AGAIN. 
Mr. HATTON. The purpose, Mr. Speaker, 


of most of what we have heard from the Admin- | 


istration benches upon the subject before us, has 
been to show that this House, whatever may have 
been the conduct of the President or his Secretary 
of the Navy, can give no expression of disappro- 
bation of either, without being guilty of an in- 
iringement upon executive prerogative. The hon- 
orable Secretary of the Navy himself modestly 
Says as much, in his communication addressed to 
me, two days since, which has been printed by 
— the House, and handed to members this 
10rnine, 

Now, sir, 1 will have no argument with the 
~<cretary, nor with those who are of counsel for 
im, upon this nicely-drawn plea in abatement 
es the jurisdiction of this House. Iam not to be 
“iverted from the legitimate subject of discussion 
oy this **tub to the whale.” 

‘at We possess the constitutional power to 
adopt these resolutions I have no doubt. The 
ommittee of this House upon the Judiciary, at 


| 
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the present session, have considered this question, | 


and have so decided; and the House, by an over- 
whelming majority—a majority composed ofmem- 
bers of all parties represented here—indorsed tieir 
decision. 

That the existence of such a power should be 
denied to this body, will be, to those versed in 
legislative history and constitutional law, mat- 
ter of much surprise. It isa power which the 
legislative assemblies of monarchical, and even 
semi-despotic Governments have not hesitated to 
exercise in refereNce to their highest executive 
functionaries. And in this free Government of 
ours, acharacterizing feature of which is the strict 


| accountability to the people to which public offi- 


cers are intended to be held, shall this power in us, 
their immediate representatives, be questioned ? 


The Seeretary of the Navy—a Secretary at the | 


head of a Department “from all the avenues of 
which,’’ according to high Democratic authority, 
‘proceeds an insufferable stench’’—a Secretary 
at the head of a Department in which it is con- 
ceded, by men of all parties upon this floor, there 
is the greatest misrule and corruption—that Secre- 
tary gravely announces to this House, in a com- 
munication to the chairman of one of its commit- 


tees, that if you attempt to exercise this power, | 


by an expression of your disapprobation, you in- 
fringe upon the high prerogatives of the executive 
department of the Government! 

Mr. Speaker, we are called upon to vote millions 
of dollars each session of Congress to be expended 
in this Department; and when we have examined 
into the manner of its expenditure, and would 
eXpress an opinion to the country as to whether 


| it was done properly or not, weare met by a pro- 


test from the Secretary, denying to us the power, 





and reading to us a lecture for an attempt at its | 


usurpation, and impertinently reminding us of 
our oaths of office, which he would intimate we 
are in danger of violating. ‘That we have power 
to impeach him, the honorable Secretary gra- 
ciously informs us; but assumes we have no such 
intention. His assumption is without authority. 
We determine our own action without consulting 
the Secretary; choosing our own mode of pro- 


| cedure, feeling assured, if we have the power to 


impeach and put upon trial, we possess the lesser 
power to censure. 


this body, to express my opinion, whether of 
censure or commendation, of the Secretary, en- 


| able the members of the House to record their 


| to this House, he concedes it. 


united judgment upon his acts? Does not the ar- 
gument which denies the power to the House, seal 
my lips, and render any declaration of opinion on 


my part, as a Representative, an infraction of the | 


Secretary’s high prerogatives? How long will it 


| be, sir, before we will be receiving from the heads 
| of Departments communications lnstructing us as 


to the extent they will permit us to speak of their 


public acts, and warning us, upon the penalty of | 


their displeasure, against transcending the limits 
they may assign to us? 

I desire to refer to the authority cited by the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bocock} 
in support of the position of the Secretary—the 
protest message which General Jackson addressed 


| to the Senate of the United States in the year 


1834, when certain resolutions were passed by that 
body reflecting upon his official conduct. Now, 
sir, | submit to that gentleman that he has mis- 
conceived the position assumed by President Jack- 
son in that message. I have sent for it, and have 
it before me; and so far from denying this power 
He says: 


“His conduct (the President’s] may come under review in 


| either branch of the Legislature,’’ and ** so far as the exec 


utive or legislative proceedings of these bodies may require 
it, it may be examined by them.” 


Yet, as in the 


event of an impeachment, the 
members of the 


Senate 


| judges, he objected to a prejudgment of the case 


by their adoption of a resolution of censure, de- 


claring that ** the Constitution made the House of 


Representatives the exclusive judges, in the first in- 
stance, of the question whether the President had 
committed an impeachable offense.’”’ So much, 
Mr. Speaker, for this, the only authority relied on 
by the gentleman. 

Not to prolong this argument, which I intended 
to have passed over more briefly when I rose, 1 
will suggest to the gentleman that ‘‘ the three great 


Sir, does not the same power | 
which authorizes me, as an individual member of 


were to constitute his | 
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decided in their opinion, that not only this House, 
but also the Senate, possessed the power in ques- 

tion. That such was their belief, they evidenced - 
to the country in the most solemn manner, by a 

united vote in the Senate, on the 28th March, 1834. 

These wise men thought we had the power. Gen- 

eral Jackson conceded it. Lam ready to exercise 

it. Ifin error, my responsibility is to my con- 

stituents. I owe it to them to perform fearlessly 

the duties they commissioned me to discharge, 

and amongst the most important of these duties, 

I recognize that of detecting and exposing to the 

country the frauds and the corruptions of those 

in power. No protest from the Secretary shall deter 

me. 

The real question before us is, have the Presi- 
dent and Secretary done wrong; and if so, should 
we not say so by the adoption of these resolu- 
tions? Would their adoption do injustice to these 
officials? If so, we should, as honorable men, stop 
right here. I would scorn myself, and feel that I 
was unworthy the association of gentlemen, if I 
were capable, through party prejudice, of doing 
| any man injustice, whether he be the President 
or his lowest menial. I would no less despise my- 
self if | should shrink from the performance of a 
duty | owe to those whom I represent, because it 
involved an exposure and condemnation of the 
President and a Cabinet officer. I say to honor- 
able gentlemen of all parties, ** You have to vote 
on these resolutions, if you do not leave your 
seats and go from the Hall; you have to vote 
‘ay’ or ‘no;’ and it is due to yourselves and due 
to the officials involved, that you should compre- 
hend the facts on which you are called to pass.”’ 
Are the allegations in the resolutions true or false? 

[announced the other day, to the honorable and 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia, that I was 
perfectly willing, in any argument we might have 
| upon these resolutions, to confine myself strictly to 

the facts set forth in his own report, to sustain every 

position I should assume. This is certainly as 

much as he and his party friends could ask. The 

statements of facts are much fuller in my own re- 
| port; still, that there may be no ground for com- 
plaint, [ shall not refer to it, but confine myself to 
that of the gentleman from Virginia; and, in view 
of the facts set forth m that report, | challenge him 
to vote against these resolutions. 

The fact charged in the first resolution is, ‘* that 
the Secretary of the Navy, with the sanction of 
the President, abused his discretionary power in 
the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase 
of fuel for the Government.’’ The law under 
which this agency is created requires the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make the appointment. It 
gives no such power to the President. Who made 
the appointment of Dr. Hunter? ‘The President 
of the United States made it—aund why? Because, 
as the Secretary of the Navy said, it was a Penn- 
sylvania appointment, and because Dr. Hunter 
was recommended as ‘‘a sound, active, and infla- 
ential Democrat.’? The Secretary of the Navy 
not so jealous as now of his prerogatives, surren- 
dered his power of appointment into the hands of 
the President in order that he might reward a po- 
‘litical partisan. Is that, or is it not, an abuse of 

discretion? I submit that it is. And who was 
Dr. Hunter, the man thus appointed? The gen- 
tleman from Virginia said that there was, in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Navy and of the 
President, evidence that this man Hunter was 
‘eminently qualified for the position,”’ He is 
mistaken. ‘There was no ‘nik evidence before 
the President. There was a certificate contain- 
| ing this phraseology I have quoted, and saying 
he was competent, and that his appointment 
would be highly gratifying to the Democracy of 
| his county. This certificate was signed, amongst 
| others, by one who was to be a partner with Dr. 

Hunter if he got the contract. And that he was 

to be a partner was known to the President and 

Secretary of the Navy. That is the character of 
| Dr. Hunter’s recommendation. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, we have shown that the 
Secretary violated his trust, in surrendering to the 
President the power to make this appointment, 
which the law required him to make. We have 
| shown the grounds upon which he was appointed. 


|| The next question is, was it a proper and fit ap- 


| pointment to be made? Let the gentleman from 
| Virginia [Mr. Bococx] answer. He, in his re- 
| port, says that Hunter, who was then, and is 


men”’—Clay, Calhoun, and Webster—were all || still, a practicing physician in Reading, Pennsyl- 
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vania, was * utterly worthless as an agent,’ and 
thet his partner was but little, yf any, better. The 
whole business of the agency was surrend red 
by Hunter into the hands of Stone, Tyler & Co. 
This firm furnished the coal—were the parties 
that sold the coal to the Government. They filled 
the double office of salesmen to the Government 
and agent for the Government, without any one 
to see whether they acted fairly or corruptly. 
Was that an abuse? X [ 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I submit that in this re- 
port, made by the honorable gentleman from V ir- 
grinia, there is proof that the Government of the 
United States paid exorbitant prices for this coal— 
the amount charged by Stone, Tyke r& Co., these 
venders lo, and, atthe same time, agents for the 
Government, charging largely more than the price 
at which other responsible parucs proposed to 
furnish it, 

Again, it is in proof in the gentleman’s report, 
that Dr. Hunter performed no service; that his part- 
ner, Mr. Smith, performed but litte, if any; that 
they were absolutely ** useless as agents;’’ yet it 
is in proof that they were paid by the Govern- 
ment at the rate of $14,000 per annum, Was that 
right or was itwrong? Honorable gentlemen are 
to vote on thisresolution. Letthem decide whether 
it was an abuse or not. 

The next resolution declares: 

“That the contract made by the Secretary with William 
C. N. Switt, for the delivery of live oak, was made in vio 
lation of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and in 
jurious to the public service.”’ 

Before I determined upon the report which I 
have made, | examined critically the phraseology 
of every line of every one of these resolutions, to 
see whether it was justified by the proof, and I 
now wish to show you that the evidence contained 
in the report of the honorable member from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bocock] justifies me in saying, that 
thiscontract with Swift was** in violation of law;’’ 
that it was “ unusual,;’’ that it was “ improper;”’ 
and that it was ** injurious to the public service.’’ 
Was it * in violation of law?’ IT say it was pal- 
pably so, and I challenge the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia to confront me now witha denial, 
if he does not admit my proposition, 

The law: quires all timber to be bought by 
what is called ** open purchase,”’ or by advertise- 
ment for bids. Was it purchased by open con- 
tract?) No; the Secretary told Swift that he had 
no right to purchase it in that way; there being 
no such necessity for the umber as would justify 
him in purchasing without advertisement. 

Did he conform to the law relating to purchases 
by advertisement? What is that? Advertise- 
ments shall be made for bids, and the contract 
given to the lowest bidder. Was Swift the low- 
est bidder? He was not. A number of parties 
underbid him. These parties, however, failed to 
comply with their contracts for want of time. 


Under the law, what then was to bedone? This | 


is the statute: 


**In case the lowest bidder shall fail to enter into such 
coutract and give such security within a reasonable time, 
to be fixed in such advertisement, then the contract shall 


be given to the next lowest bidder, who shall enter intosuch | 


contract and give such security.’’—Brightly, p. 677. 


Now, did the Secretary zive the contract tothe | 


next lowest bidder? He did not. 


But, in viola- | 


tion of law, without any notice whatever to the other | 


bi lders, he summarily annulled the contracts he had 
made, and gave them to Swift. Again: the contract 


made with Swift was dated the 23d of September, | 
1858. At what time, according to the only adver- | 


tisement made, was the timber to be délivered? 
Half of it on the Ist of September, 1858; tiventy- 


two days before the contract to deliver it was made! || 
There was no pretense, then—none whatever— | 


that the contract made with Swift was in accord- 
ance with the advertisement; for the time for the 
delivery of the Umber had actually passed before the 
contract was entered into. Then it was made with- 
out reference to any advertisement. 
ted he had no right to purchase witheut it; and, 
of course, when he did it, it was done in vielation 
of law, 

Was there anything unusual in this contract? 
The honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
cock,] in his report, (p. 32,) states that— 

“ The usual time allowed contractors for live-oak is one 
And two years; because, unlike other timber, it is rarely 
kept on hand by tumbermen, and generally has to be cut 


near the coasts of the Gulf of Mexico after the contracts 
are made; and being esteem-:] more valuable when cut 


But he admit- | 


between the Ist of November and Ist of March, one winter 
season, at least, is allowed for that purpose.” 

What time was, by the advertisement, allowed 
for the fulfillment of this contract? It was to be 
delivered on the Ist of September—half of i— 
to quote the language of the report of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bocock]—*‘ about 
twenty days after the contracts were completed.” 
Yes, sir, instead of one and two years being al- 


| lowed, as was usual, in this instance for the fill- 


ing of half of the contract twenty days only were 


| allowed. 


Was there anything “‘ improper’”’ in the manner 
in which this contract was made? Facts stated 
in the reportof the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bocock] shall furnish my answer. In that report 
it is stated that Swift & Bigler had a large quan- 
tity of timber at certain of the navy-yards, which 
was unusually small in size, and of such charac- 


ter that they had not been able to dispose of it. 


Swift had the largest quantity. They saw the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


| it was injurious to the 
| orable gentleman from 





une 13 


j . . ¢ . . a 

general, in insubordination. I take it fo 
that he knew what he was saying; that he moan. 
| precisely what he deliberately penned in his re. 


Pr Sranted 


ort. 
' Was it ‘corrupting in its influence?’ Qp y 
Gth page of the gentleman’s report will be ee 
the evidence that it was, where he states 4, 
‘‘men have been appointed, under this sysiun. 
without due regard to their qualifications, ang ,,. 
tained sometimes after they had shown thems; * ; 
unworthy. They learned to rely, in part, o; . 
strong friend to retain them,”’ instead of rely; 
on ‘* meritorious services.”’ Again, on the say, 
page, he says: ' 
* The system of appointing and retaining men jp the 
yard upon political influence works great evil.” ’ 
The last allegation in this resolution is: « y),. 
= service.” The hop. 


irginia, On pages Gand] 


a 


_and 8 of his report, furnishes abundant proof thg, 


| Secretary of the Navy, and tried to get him to buy || 


itat open purchase without advertisement. 
said he could not do that, there being no pressing 
for the timber, to justify him. It was, 
however, agreed between them that an advertise- 
ment shoald be made for one hundred and fifty 
thousand feet of the very kind of timber that Switt 


necessily 


He || 


|& Bigler had at the yards, and that the time | 
| should be made so short that no one could compete 


| is still lying in the yards untouched. 


with then—they being, as the Secretary knew, the 
only persons who had any of this description of 


timber at the yards. 


It was agreed that Swift | 


should putin a bid, at which the Umber was to be 


bought, and that Bigler should bid also, but at 
higher figures, The contract was to be given to 
Swift, and he was to take all of Bigler’s timber and 
put itin with his, and at the same price. 


. “o ” , 
Swift was not needed, and that a great part of it 


urther, in the report of the gendeman, [Mr. Bo- 


| cock, | (p. 33.,) by way of explanation of the Sec- 


retary ’s extraordinary conduct in awarding this 
contract to Swift in the manner he did, that— 

* Swift was an ardent friend of the present Administra 
tion, and had expended his money freely (nore than ten 
thousand dollars) to aid the election of Mr. Buchanan. It 


proved by George Plitt, and it Was natural he should have 
a Kind regard for him.”? 


Now, sir, in conclusion upon this point, I state 


| that the report of the gentleman from Virginia 
| contains proof, beyond all controversy or cavil, that 


|| injurious to the public service ?’ 





| pages of his report, says expressly that this dis- | 


there was a glaring and corrupt collusion and 
combination between the Secretary and Swift— 
this *fardent friend of the Administration’’— 


for this timber, and that it was entered into by 
the Secretary to prevent competition, and to se- 


cure, regardless of the public interest, the contract | 


to Swift as compensation for partisan services. 
Was that proper or ‘‘improper?’? Gentlemen 
who have to vote upon these resolutions must 


decide. 


It is | 
admitted that the yeast? of timber bought of || 
t 


Itis stated | 


it was highly injurious to the public service: ap) 
himself admits the fact. Then, sir, 1 sub 
without additional argument, that I have the ho», 
orable gentleman from Virginia standing side jy 
side with me in saying that each and every one; 


| these allegations are true; and I leave it with » 


tlemen to say whether, with these facets stariye 
them in the face, they can vote ** no” upon the 
resolution. How can the gentleman from Virginia 
vote ** no ?”’ ; 
Upon the facts he cannot. And this being s9, 
we can understand why it is that technical obje:. 
tions are thrown in our way. First comes th 
Secretary and the gentleman from Virginia, [My 
Bocock,] the recognized leader of his party oy 
this floor, with a plea in abatement to the juris. 
diction of this body, denying that we have ayy 
right to consider these propositions, much less 
to pass upon them by a vote. Then, the gent 


| man who immediately preceded me—the honor. 


able member from Virginia, [Mr. Mirison|— 
gentleman, permit me to say, for whose distiy- 


| guished ability and personal worth I entertain the 


highest respect—rises in his place, and files a ree- 


| ular plea of the statute of limitations, declaring 


which prevented all competition for the contract | 


Was this contract ** injurious to the public ser- 
vice??? [tis in proof, by Mr. Lenthall, chief of | 


the Bureau of Construction, that the shortness of | 


the time allowed to contractors in the advertise- 


ment, made to secure the contract to Swift, caused | 


the bids to be some fifteen per cent. higher than 


they otherwise would have been, resulting in a | 


loss to the Government of some $25,000. Was 


not this contract, then, sir, ‘* made in violation of | 


law, and in a manner unusual, improper, and 
’ 

I call the attention of this House to the third 
resolution: : 

* Resolved, That the distribution, by the Secretary of the 
Navy, of the patronage in the navy-yards among members 
of Congress, was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its 
influence, and highly injurious to the public service.”’ 

I ask the special attention of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia to what | have to say upon 


| this resolution, and J challenge him to deny, what 
| I now allege, that each specific allegation in this res- 


olutionis fully warranted by evidence furnished by 


| his own report. 


that ** the time has passed,’’ and that we cannot 
properly act upon any proof taken at the last Con- 


: | gress affecting the character of the Secretary. T 
was known tothe Secretary that he bad been liberal, as |} Srcss afl cting the haracter of the Secretary, The 


int is so nice, it is difficult of comprehensio: 
Phe admitted reasoning capacity of the gentk- 
man has not enabled him to make an argumentin 
its support even plausible in its character. Very 
certain I feel that, had the honorable Secretary 
and his friends not regarded his case as a desper- 
ate one, no such plea would have been filed and 
relied upon in argument. 

But to those who may suppose there is mor 








| welghtin this suggestion than I have been dis 
| posed to give to it, I refer to a case directly 


oint, occurring in the Senate of the United States, 
in 1852-53. By resolution of 6th August, 1852.4 
committee was raised to Investigate certain alleged 


| abuses in various Departments of the Gover 


ment. A large amount of testimony was taker, 
involving serious charges of malfeasance in off 
but the session of Congress closed before t 
committee reported. At the next session—a ss 
Sion, too, of a new Congress—a report was mate, 
and without objection, upon the testimony takel 
during the past Congress. 

The fourth resolution is as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Presidentand Secretary of the Navy 
by receiving and considering the party relations of budes 
for contracts with the United States, and the effec! 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, liave set © 


| example dangerous to the public safety, and deservilg W 


reproot of this House.”? 


i‘ ° ae 
Can the language of this resolution be juste 
by anything in the report of the gentleman from 


Virginia? In that report I find a letter from W 


The first allegation is, that the distribution of | 


patronage in the navy-yards among members of 
Congress was ‘ destructive of discipline,’’, The 
gentleman from Virginia, upon the 6th and 7th 


tribution of patronage in the navy-yards has re- 
sulted in idleness, in disregard of duty, and, in 


C. Patterson, of Philadelphia, addressed to Mr 


| Buchanan, asking that the contract for the mi 


chinery of a sloop, building at the navy-yard 
Philadelphia, may be awarded to Merrick & 50" 
from which I read the following: 

“Theirs (Merrick & Sons) is the only establishment!” 


| the first district which employs a large number of mech! 
| ics ; at this time, three hundred and ninety; when 


work, four hundred and fitty. — 
“ The managing partners (Mr. M., sr., being absent * si 
health) are full of energy, straining every nerve t *°' 


| their foree during this depression ; and, in so far as! know, 


the only old Whigs of any influence in that district who 
in favor of the reélection of Colonel Florence. _ a 

* | know, from former experience, the value of that as 
ence, and feel persuaded that it is the interest of the De 
ocratic party to increase it. 
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ae The first district will, | hope, be carried in any event, but 
that shop at work full-handed two weeks prior to the 
» the result would, 1 think, be placed beyond aii 


W.C. PATTERSON. 


with 
e} ection 
Joudbt. 
at” With much respect, 
«“ The PRESIDENT.” 
Upon the letter is the following indorsement 
writ y, as the gentleman’s report shows, by the 
resident himself: 
Presvac iy September 15, 1858. 
inclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, of Pbil- 





; a is submitted to the attention of the Secretary of | 
adeipelbes 
the Navy: J. B. 


The gentleman, in the report, says the writing | 


of such a ietter ** cannot be too strongly con- 


demned;”” but, he asks, shall the President and | 


cretary be blamed for the act of Colonel Pat- 
terson? and insists that there is no proof that they 
were influenced by it to give the contract to Mer- 
rick & Sons. 


THE CONGRE 


| 
| 
| 


Sir, it is not for receiving this letter || 


chat] blame the President, but for the consideration 
he gave it, and for submitting it to the Secre ary of 


the Navy, with an indorsement, in his own hand- 
writing, calling the attention of the Secretary to it. 

What is the proposition contained tn the letter? 
It is to bribe the President aid to bribe the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to give the contract to Mer- 
rick & Sons—the consideration, being the procure- 
ment of votes, to secure the election to this House 
ofa friend of the Administration. The Secretary 
of the Navy stood at the head of his Department 
as a judge to decide between these bidders for the 
contract; to detefmine, on his oath, as a judicial 
officer, to whom—looking exclusively to the pub- 
lic good—the contract should be given, What 
does the President do? He deliberately sits down, 
and by an indorsement in his own handwriting, 
in which he speaks familiarly of ‘* Colonel Patter- 
son, of Philadelphia,” calls the attention of the 
Secretary to a letter, in which it is stated that if 
the contract is given to Merrick & Sons, they will 
control the vote of their establishment for Colonel 
Frorence,a friend of the President, and certainly 
secure his election to Congress. 

Who got the contract? Merrick & Sons. Were 
they the lowest bidders? They were not. 
Novelty lron Works, the largest establishment of 
the kind in the United States, proposed to do the 
work for $4,000 less. 
elected? He sits on my left here; whether elected 


by Merrick & Sons, Lam not certainly informed. || 
The fact of the President’s receiving this letter, 


of his considering it, and of indorsing it with his 
own hand, calling to it the attention of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, has been made the subject of 
free comment and debate upon the other side of 
the Atlantic. The fact was stated, and elabo- 
rately commented upon by Earl Grey inan argu 
ment upon the reform bill, delivered in the House 
of Lords, on the 19th of April of this year. Com- 
paring the character of the British Government 
with that of our own, he saps, in speaking of the 
United States: 


“There has been an inquiry into the state of the Navy 
of the United States, and the resultof that inquiry has been 
the publication of a mass of documents which, | am sure, 
ho man can read without the greatest astonishment. Con- 
tracts are proved to have been habitually and avowedly 
made to promote, not the interest of the public, but of the 
individual. A physician is shown to have been appointed 
to be agent for the purchase of coal, who knew uothing 
about coal, who never did anything in the purchase of coal 
but signing the certificates brought to him, and who ce- 
ceived the appointment in order to share with otiers the 
profits of the contract. More than this: we have letters 
addressed to the highest officers of the Government, calling 
on them to grant contracts to particular individuals for 
electioneering purposes.” 


I call attention to what he says of this Patterson 
letter. When I first read it my cheeks burned 


With shame and indignation—with shame, that 


my country should be the subject of such com- 
ments; with indignation at those who made it: 
“ One letter is addressed to Mr. Buchanan himself, urg- 


ing him, in the strongest manner, to haVe the contract for 
© machinery of a steam sloop assigned to a particular 


ng in Philadelphia, with a view to the election. There 
ans disguise. It is put openly that it is of importance, in 
e 


then state of the election, that the contract should be 
fiven to this particular house. 
Whether, if a letter was addressed to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, making a demand of that kind, and it were 
eee that be had listened to it for a moment, he would 
lot, by the universal indignation oF all parties, in Parlia- 
[Che end out of it, be driven trom the councils of the State. 

teers.) But the letter to which L have referred bore this 
mdorsemient ‘the inclosed letter from Colonel Patterson, 
ol Philadelphia, is submitted to the attention of the Secre- 
lary of the Navy.—J. B.? {Laughter.]. Such cerruption 


Produces its al : at . 
country.” natural effects upon every iuterest in the 


| appeal to your lordships, 


This learned and justly distinguished states- |! 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 2949 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 


man announces, that such a flagrant exhibition || House to what my colleague on this committee 


of corruption and wrong was indicated by the | 


reception and consideration of this letter, by the 
President and his Secretary, that had it occurred 
in the British Government, it would have resulter 
in a summary and ind‘snant dismissal from office 
of the party implicated. Yet, we hear gentlemen 
upon this floor, announcing that they attach very 
little importance to this matter. JT, sir, regard 
the conduct of the President and Secretary of the 
Navy as a deliberate insult to the American char- 
acter; an insult to each individual voter in this 
country. The President was entertaining a prop- 
osition for what? ‘To dispose of, at wholesale, the 
suffrages of freemen. The proposition was noth- 
ine more or less than an offer to the President for 
the saleand delivery ofa sufficient number of votes 
to secure the election of oneof his partisans. That 
it was not instantly repelled by the President, and 
that its reference to the Secretary was not indig- 


nantly resented by that officer asan insult to him, | 


| Is something to be set down to their common 


shame. 

1 wish, in this connection, to refer to the report 
of the member from Virginia in support of this 
resolution. On pages 50 and 51 I find the follow- 
Ing: 

** Your committee are aware of the very general practice 
which has long prevailed of addressing, by letter and verb- 


| ally, to the officers of the Government, recommendations 


Was Colonel FLorence | 





The || 


| based in whole or in part upon political considerations. 


The practice cannot be too strongly condemned, especially so 
where it isresorted ta with a view lo affect the award of con 
tracts.’ 

The case under consideration was one where 
this practice’’ was ** resorted to”’ for the exelu- 
sive and especial purpose of securing a contract, 
Instead of being rebuked by the President, it was 
encouraged by him, the contract being awarded 
according to the prayer of the letter. ‘The argu- 
ment ef your repert [pointing to Mr. Bococr} is, 
that this practice and such conduct is dangerous, 
and ‘* cannot be too strongly condemned;”’ yet,in 
your speech to-day, the purpose of your reason- 
ing is to prove that it ought not to be condemned. 

sy way of an attempt at an explanation of the 


conduct of the President, it has been said, in con- |} 


nection with this Patterson letter, that it was the 
habit of the President to submit all letters ad- 
dressed to him to his Secretaries, as the business 
referred to in the letter, might appertain to the 
transactions of the one or other of the Depart- 
ments; and that it was natura] for Mr. Buchanan 


| to refer this letter, like others, to his Secretary. 


The committee called one of the Private Secreta- 


ries of the President to give evidence in reference 
| to what was the habit of the President. What 
did that witness say? 





| hereby 


Question. | would like to ask you whether the Presi- 
dent, no matter what may be the character of the letters, 
destroys them, Or is it his practice to send them to his dif- 
ferent Departments ? 

“ Answer. Yes, sir; he sends every lettér tothe Depart 
ments, upless it is a silly letter or a crazy letter.” 


But, if it happens to be a letter which would 
tamper with the honor of the highest oflicer of the 


| Government; if it proposes to sell out the sover- 


eignty of the people at the ballot-box; if it pro- 
poses, in a doubtful district, to elect a Democrat 
to Congress; if it proposes, in exchange for a 
profitable contract, to give votes to build up and 


| sustain the Administration, then itis not regarded 


as either silly or crazy, but it is esteemed very 
proper to be, and is,sulmitted tothe consideration 
of the Secretary of the Navy, Isubmit that if there 
is any character of communication which should 
be torn upand spit upon, it is one which proposes 
to bribe the highest officer of the Government. 

I would like to dwell longer upon this resolu- 
tion. 
this House, because, as was wisely said by Wash- 
ington, * the ballot-box is our palladium.’? When- 
ever that becomes corrupted; whenever the elect- 
ive franchise of the citizer’ comes to be lightly 
regarded; whenever the right to vote is made a 
matter of barter, then “ Ichabod ” may be written 
upon the walls of our national Capitol; for, as a 
nation, our glory shall have departed. 

The last resolution is: 

** That the appointment by the Secretary of the Navy of 
Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of the hoard 
of engineers, to repost upon proposals for constructing ma 
chinery for the United States, the said Martin at the time 
being pecuniarily interested in some of said proposals, is 

censured by this House.” 


{[Mr. Bococr] says in his report about the mat- 
ter involved in this resolution. His statementof 
the facts is an admission that this man Martin 


| was interested in the contracts awarded; that this 
| interested party was placed on a board of engineers 


to determine to whom these contracts should be 
given. Though he cannot find any fault with the 
contracts themselves, he says, “it would have 
been more proper and satisfactory if another per- 
son than Mr. Martin had been eckecsaah. Why? 
Because he was interested In the contracts on 
which he was called to pass. | ask the genile- 
man frem Vireinia how itis, that he can admit, in 
his report, that it was wrong, yet, by his course 
on the resolutions, seem to deny that it was Wrong? 
I cannot reconcile these conflicting positions of 
the honorable member 
1 am making no reflections on him, but simply 
referring to facts to sustain my own report. His 
argument is, that although it was Improper, al- 
though it ought to have been otherwise, yet he 
does not think it resulted in any harm to the coun- 
try. That is not the question, Mr. Speaker! Itis 
whether what we say in this resolution is true or 
not. Was it improper for the Secretary to ap- 
point a man on the board, to determine between 
contractors, Who was himself interested in the 
awards to be made, and who, the Secretary of the 
Navy had been expressly informed, was thus in- 
terested? T submitit to gentlemen on the floor, 
without reference to party, whether that was not 
wrong? If wrong, shall we not say so when we 
come to vote * ay” or **no”’ on the proposition ? 
| have nowreferred tocach of these resolutions, 
and to the particular phraseology of each, and have 
referred to the report of the honorable member 
from Virginia, as furnishing authority for the dec- 
larations which constitute the very substance of 
the resolutions themselves. The report which I 
have made recommends their adoption. [do not 
ask that any weight be given to our recommenda- 
tion, especially as the Seeretary of the Navy and 
his friend, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bocock,] have both expressed dissatisfaction at 
| its organization. The gentleman from Virginia 
| thinks it strange that the member from Obio [Mr. 
| Suerman] should be on it, as he is upon another 
| important committee, Ls it less singular that the 
member himself should be on it?) The acknow!- 
| edged teaders of their respective parties in this 
Hall; alike distinguished for their superior ability; 
their connection with the committee, furnished 
|} ample security against the party friends of either 
| suffering for want of proper representation, But 
| it is the Secretary of the Navy who seems most 


|| disturbedat the arrangement of thiscommittee. In 


| his letter to me, of the 11th instant, he manifests 
| evident dissatisfaction at the fact that the mem- 
ber from Ohio [Mr. Saerman)| was put by you 


|| upon this committee. Ele would have arranged it 


It is one that demands the consideration of |} 


| differently. That the chairman of the Ways and 
| Means Committee should be at the foot of this, 
| disturbs him, and he declares his displeasure to 
me, as chairman of the cammittee. | have no 
doubt, sir, he dislikes it, and { am not astonished 
that he does. At the head of a Department, in 
| which, according to the statements of the friends, 
| as well as the foes of the Administration, there is 
the grossest corruption, he is naturally anxious 
about the character of those whose duty it may be 
to examine into its condition, The language of 
Cesar, in speaking to Antony about Cassius, has 


‘“ Let me have men about me that are fat; 
Sivek headed men, and such as sleep o? nights: 
Youd? Cassins bas a lean and hungry look ; 
He thinks too much ; 
He is a great observer, and he looks 
Quite through the deeds of men,”’ 
** Such men are dangerous.”’ 
| So thinks the honorable Secretary, and hence 
his objéetion to your appointment of the member 
| from Ohio upon this committee. That member 
(pointing at Mr. Suerman, who is very tall and 


|| very lean) is not only not * fat,” but he “ thinks 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| Government where the head of one of its De- 


| much;’’ and, as the Secretary has discovered, ts 
| disposed to look ‘quite through the deeds of 
|men,’’ and, to one in the Secretary’s condition, 
| is dangerous.” 

| Just here, Mr. Speaker, I would state that the 
present is the first instance in the history of this 
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partments either expressed any objection to the 
organization of a committee, or protested against 
an investigation of, and judgment upon, his ofii- 
cial conduct. Instances have occurred where in- 
vestigation was courted by heads of Departments. 
Now, we have one saving to us, you have no 
power to pass in jadgmentupon my actions; you 
violate my prerogatives when you attempt it. 
May I, an humble Representative of the people, 
ask: 
‘Upon what meat doth this our Cesar feed, 
That he has grown so great 


I again repeat that I do not ask members to 
attach any weight to our recommendation as a 
committee. With confidence | refer them to the 
evidence upon which it is based, and acting upon 
that, I challenge them to oppose the adoption of 
these 

In conclusion, Mr, Speaker, I remark, an issuc 
is dire ctly mad up W ith this Llouse by the hon- 
orable Secretary. Whatever may have been his 
conduct, he says to us, ** You have no power to 
declare your disapprobation, except by an im- 
peachment.’’ Inthe few minutes of my time unex- 
pired, | shall not renew my argument upon this 
question. | claim forthis House only such powers 
as Jackson and Clay,and Calhoun and Webster, 
believed it possess« d: suchas have been exercised 
by the Parliament of England, as every intelli- 
gentinan knows, since thedays ofthe Stuarts. An 
English king, whois suppose dto rule ** by divin 
right,’’ who, according to a fiction of their laws, 
*‘cando no wrong,’’ is still, in the acts of his ad- 
ministration, the subject of censure by the Parlia- 
ment. And the popular branch of that body, 
upon which this House is modeled, does not hes- 
itate to pass judgment upon the conduct even of 
the Louse of Lords. A proposition of this kind 
is now pending in the House of Commons, con- 
demning the House of Lords for their action in 
regard bill, And in that Govern- 
ment, where the opinions of the people are not 
supposed to have as much weight as in our own, 
whenever cven the policy of the Cabinet, much 
less its official integrity,is unfavorably passed upon 
by the representatives of the people, a dissolution 
of the Cabinet, and the formation of a new one, 
is the immediate result, ‘The British Cabinet of- 
ficer is sensitively alive to the estimate in which 
his administration is held by the Commons. He 
makes no protest when they would disapprove. 
Not so with our Secretary of the Navy. In that 
same spirit which gave birth to the alien and sedi- 
tion laws of 1795, he comes here with a protest 
pleading his prerogatives as a branch of the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government, and deny- 
ing to usany right todisapprove hisconduct. And 
with a freedom from nice sensibility, which we 
might excuse In an arraigned criminal in one of 
the courts of this Distriet, but which could hardly 
have been expected in a Cabinet officer, he insists | 
that this Congress cannot base an expression of 
opinion of his acts upon proof taken during the 
last Congress ! 

Yes, sir, pleas in abatement, and statutes of 
limitation are now resorted to by the head of a 
Department and his friends on this floor: and the 
question as to whether he has acted badly and 
wronged the country, is forbidden to be inquired 
into! 

It is further intimated by the Secretary that the 
finding of our committee is bas d upon ex parle 
proof, and that he has not had full opportunity 
to defend himself. Were this statement true, then 
the Secretary has been wronged. But it is most 
erroneous. So far from its being true, it is a fact 
that he was represented, and most ably, at the 
taking of the proof. It was all furnished him as | 
it was taken, and full liberty given him to cross- | 
examine, and to introduce his own witnesses. 
When the resolutions were referred to our com- | 
mittee, at the opening of this session, I addressed 
a letter to the Secretary, telling him that the res- 
elutions were before us for consideration; that 
we would hear any suggestion or receive any evi- 
dence he desired to present that would throw any | 
light on the propriety of adopting or rejecting the 
resolutions; but he did not answer us. I then 


resolutions. 


to a revenue 


saw him in person, and in substance repeated || 
what I had written, and assured him of our dis- || 


position to give him the fullest opportunity of | 


vindicating himself. Although he communicated || 


with us on other subjects, it was not until after I 


from the Secretary made its appearance, and we 


were told that we were transcending the limits of || 


the law, in attempting the adoption of these res- 
olutions. 

Now, sir, so far as T am individually concerned, 
I care not whether these resolutions are adopted 
or not; but I want to see which one of the Repre- 
sentatives of the people upon this floor is unwill- | 
ing that Congress shall hold to a proper account- 
ability the executive officers of this Government. 
I hope I properly respect the office of the Presi- 





dent and of his Secretary; I hope Lso respect my- 
self as to be unwilling to do either injustice; but, | 
when the one or the other overleaps the bounds 
of propriety, as well as the law, and undertakes 
to indicate to me how I shall perform the ofiices 
which I was sent here to discharge, I tell him that | 
it is not to him that I am responsible, but to my 
constituents; and if I decline to be controlled by 
his instructions, he must pardon me. 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that, 
if it is decided by this vote that we cannot exyress 
our disapprobation of the Secretary; that, as he 
insists, all we can do is to impeach, the time may 
shortly come when such 2 thing as an impeach- | 
ment may be heard of in the American Congress. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 ask for a separate vote | 
upon the resolutions. 
Mr. BOCOCK. I move to lay the resolutions 
upon the table; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 
” ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The qu stion was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 65, nays 120; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Bocock, || 
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| take some other occasion to defend myself av 


Bonham, Burch, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, | 


Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, De Jarnette, 
Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hindman, Holman, 
Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert 5. Martin, McQueen, McRae, 
Millson, Montgomery, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Reagan, Ruthin, Seott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, 
‘Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham,Whiteley, and Wright 
—H5 


NAYS—Meesrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad 


rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- | 


bitt, Beale, Bingham, Samuel 8. Blair, Blake, Bouligny, 
Brabson, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, Butterfield, Camp 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Colfax, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Farnsworth, Penton, Ferry, Poster, 
Frank, Freneh, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 


Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, | 


Helmick, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, William A. Howard, 
Humplrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal 
lory, Marston, Maynard, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, 
Laban T’. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Scranton, Sherman, William N.H. Smith, Somes, Spauld 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Suratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vanee, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, Webster, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—120. 

So the House refused to lay the resolutions 
upon the table, . 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. COBB stated that Mr. AsHmore was de- 
tained from the House by sickness, and had paired 
off for the day with Mr. Corwin. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Buair, of Missouri, on these 
resolutions. Mr. Brain would have voted against 
laying the resolutions on the table, and he [Mr. 
Crark] would have voted for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Scuwarrz. 

Mr. CASE stated that Mr. Kireore had paired 
off with Mr. Rosrnson, of Ilinois, for the morn- 
ing session; and that he had paired off with Mr. 
Roninson for the evening session. 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that Mr. Ernerince 
had left the House on account of indisposition, 
and had paired off with Mr. Rust. Mr. Erner- 
ince would have voted for the resolutions. 

Mr. THEAKER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Davinson, or he should have voted 
"Sno." 

Mr. HUGHES announced that Mr. Kunxer 
was paired off with Mr. Woop. 

Mr. BURNETT stated that Mr. Srevenson 
was detained from the House by sickness. 

The result of the vote having been announced 


as aboved recorded, the seen recurred upon 
had made my report to the House that this letter |! 


agreeing to the first resolution reported by the 


Taylor, | 
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|| Committee on the Expenditures of the Navy De 


partment, and which 1s as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy has, with 
sanction of the President, abused his discretionary poy 7 
in the selection of a coal agent, and in the purchase oy ¢, 
for the Government. , 
Mr. HUGHES. Before the vote js taken 
desire, as one of the minority of the commir,, 
to address the House very briefly. I shall 
ably not occupy more than five minutes, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can Proceed 
by unanimous consent. oe 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 
Mr. HATTON. Lhope the gentleman wi), 
ard, 
Mr. HUGHES. As a matter of courtesy 1 
think I should be allowed to say something,’’ 
Mr. FLORENCE. I suggest that by geo, 
consent, several gentlemen who want an oppo. 
tunity to speak be heard. I have been very fy. 
quently assailed, both upon this floor and els. 
where, and [ want an opportunity to reply. 
Mr. HICKMAN. I move that my colleaoy 
will have leave to speak for ten minutes upon this 
subject. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. 
from Maryland. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I do not ask it. 


ue 


l 


Prob. 


he 


And the gentlemay 


Iw \| 


the unjustifiable assaults which have been mag 
upon me in my character as a Representatiy 
upon this floor. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My reason for asking: 
my colleague should be heard, was becau 
knew thatif he had an opportunity he would sup. 
port these resolutions ably. [Laughter.] | 

Mr. HUGHES. I supposed I was entitled to 
the courtesy of being heard as a member of th 
minority of the committee, but as the Houg 
seems impatient for the sacrifice, L yicid. 

The question was taken on the first resolution; 
and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the second resolu- 
tion; which is as follows: 

Resolved, That the contract made by the Secretary of the 
Navy. under date of September 23, 1858, with William ( 
N. Swift, for the delivery of live-oak timber, was made it 
violation of law, and in a manner unusual, improper, ané 
injurious to the public service. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, demanded the yeas 





| and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, A 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale 
Bingham, Samuel 8. Blair, Blake, Boweler, Brab-on, Bry 
ton, Bristow, Butiinton, Burlingame, Butterficld, Camp 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Glark, Colfax, Cov 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell. Dunn, Edgerton #arnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster 
Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley. 
Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hat 
ton, Helmick, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, William A. Howard 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellog 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leac 
James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Ma 
lory, Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson. 
Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edwart 
Joy Morris, tsanc N. Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pett, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christoph 
Robinson, Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Spaulc- 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vanee, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C.Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Webste’, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Bocock, Bonham, Bure, 
Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craize, 
Crawtord, Curry, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edimundsos, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, Hamilton, Joba! 
Harris, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William Howare, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Le! 
rabee, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martit, 
McQueen, McRae, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyto®; 
Phelps, Reagan, Butlin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singletov, 
William Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Whiteley, aud Wright 
—60. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 





Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired 
with Mr. Royce upon these resolutions. 

Mr. STRATTON said he had been requested 
to state that his colleague, Mr. Apraty, had been 
called home by indisposition in his family. 

Mr. MILLSON said: I have not sufficient 
knowledge of the facts upon which these resolu 
tions are founded to enable me to vote under 
standingly upon them. I shall vote ‘no, to!" 
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general opposition to the resolutions 


which [ have stated. 
The vote was ‘announced as above recorded. 
The third resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, ‘That the distribution, by the Secretary of the 


sees of the patronage in the navy-yards among members 


Congress, Was destructive of discipline, corrupting in its | 
vl S 


influence, and highly injurious to the public service. 


Mr. REAGAN. I should like the unanimous 


consent of the House to offer an amendment to | 


that resolution, for the purpose of putting it ina 
shape 1n which more of us can vote for it. | pro- 
se to amend by adding the following: 


nd resolved further, That the Republican members of 
this House, in receiving a d acting on the proposition ot 


m 
t 
' 


Joho D. Detrees, in which he proposed to give to that party | 


one half the profits of the publie printing, if they would 
nominate and elect him Public Printer of this Congress, 


was corrupting and demoralizing in its tendencies, and was | 


a bargaining away of the offices and patronage of this House, 
and deserves rebuke and condemnation. 
Mr. CASE. I object, because it is not true. 
Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Texas will also include in his amendment that 
combination to elect Mr. Glossbrenner as Printer, 
d the spoils in that instance. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOUSTON. [ object, because gentlemen 
know these amendments will not be admitted, and 
they offer them only for foolishness, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
i > 
the affirmative—yeas 123, nays 61; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Charies F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, 
* Bingham, Samuct &. 
ton, Bristow, Buthaion, Burlingame, Butterfield, Camp 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Covode, Curtis, H. Win- 
ter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Gratam, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morri- 
son Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, Lill, 
Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Nutehins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wiiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, 


au 


em? 


Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, MeKuight, MePherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Scranton, Sherman, 
William N. H. Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vauce, Vandever, Van 
Vvek, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Bilinu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodruff—123. 

NAY#—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Barr, Bocock, Bonham, 
Bureh. Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Dimmiek, Edmundson, English, 
‘lorenee, Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, John ‘T’. Harris, 
Holman, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, 
Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, McQueen, 
MeRae, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendle- 
ton, Peyton, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, 
Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Stallworth, James A. 
Stewart, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Whiteley, aud Wright—61. 

So the resolution was agueed to. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BOTELER said: If this is for the amend- 
ment, | vote *‘ay.”’ 

The SPEAKER. It is for the resolution. No 
amendment was received. 

Mr. BOTELER. I vote ‘*ay,”’ any how. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, announced that he 





had paired on all these resolutions with Mr. | 


Buair, of Missouri. 

The fourth resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Presidentand Seeretary of the Navy, 
by receiving and considering the party relations of bidders 
for contracts with the United States, and the effect of 
awarding contracts upon pending elections, have set an 
example dangerous to the publie safety, and deserving the 
reproof of this House. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. That is the res- 


olution which I desire to have divided. 


| 
| 
| 


Giair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Bray- |} 





I will || 


indicate the division I desire; and [ will state that | 


the gentleman from Tennessee, who reported the || 


resolutions, assents to the division. 
lution 


i the Navy, but the President of the United 
tates, 

Mr. BINGHAM. [rise to a question of or- 

er. I object to debate. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. If the gentle- 
man from Ohio will not interrupt me, I will indi- 
cate the division I desire. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I choose to interrupt the 
gentleman upon a question of order; and I have 
the right to do it. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the 
division he proposes. 


That reso- 


| 
proposes to censure noi only the Secretary | 





THE 


| 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. I was proceed- || 
ing to say that this resolution censures indiscrim- || 
inately 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to the gertleman 


proceeding. He has no right to disewss the char- 





| acter of this resolution. . 


| is an entirety in itself; but, technically, perhaps | 


| troduced these resolutions as they please. 


| Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 


Mr. CLARK, of New York. Thave the richt | 
to inform the Chair as to the division I propose, 
I say this resolution censures indiscriminately the 
President of the United States and the Secretary 
of the Navy. Ll ask that it may be so divided that 
a separate vote shall be taken upon each, Itseems | 
to me that, properly speaking, each proposition 


it is not; and I therefore ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to divide it. 

Mr. BURNETT. These gentlemen have in- | 
They 
have cut off all debate by the previous question; 
and now I want to vote upon them as they are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the reso- 
lution is not susceptible of division. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York. Task the unan- 
imous consent of the House that it may be di- 
vided. 

Mr. BONHAM, Mr. LOVEJOY, 
objected. 

Mr. HUGHES. Asthis resolution involves e 
very important question, I ask the yeas and nays | 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decidedin | 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 61; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Ashiey, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Samuel 3. | 


and others 





Sutterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Join G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, 


| Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, 


Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, | 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Ilmmphlrey, Hutel 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, | 


| Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, 


| pan, Thayer, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van 


| Woodruti—106. 


| ton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, 


| ence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, John ‘T’. Harris, Houston, 
| William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, Keitt, Lan 


Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Maynard, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban ‘I’. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaae N. 
Morris, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Sherman, William N. H. | 
Smith, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 


Wyck, Verree, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and 


NAYS—Messrs. Charles fF. Adams, Allen, Avery, Barr, 
Bocock, Bonham, Burch, Burnett, Horace I. Clark, Clop 


Curry, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Flor 


drum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Charles D. | 
Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, MeQueen, MeRaec, Miilson, | 
Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Phelps, Pugh, Rea 
gan, Ruflin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, Stout, Thomas, Underwood, Vallaudig 
ham, Whiteley, and Wright—61. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

3efore the vote was announced, 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, announced | 
that he had paired off with Mr. Stewart, of 
Maryland. * 

Mr. PEYTON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Train. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, proposed to report 


back .from the Committee of Ways and Means | 


| the Army appropriation bill, with the amendments 





of the Senate. 

Mr. BONHAM and others objected. 

The hour of half past four having arrived, the | 
House took a recess until seven @clock 





EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p.m. | 
AMANDA BOTTS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill for the relief of Amanda Botts, Laura P. W. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Young, and Ketsy Murdoch, heirs of Barbara | 


| Walker; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


ASA HASTINGS. 

Mr. FENTON also, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Asa Hastings; | 
which was read a first and second ume, referred | 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with | 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | 


} 


j 
| 


| 
| 
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JACOB YATES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. FENTON also, by unanimous consent, 
from the same committee, to which were referred 
bills of the following utles, reported the same 
back without amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port in writing in the first-named ease: 

A bill (H.R. No. 752) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Jacob Yates; 

An act (S. No. 222) for the relief of Mary 
Featherston, widow of John Featherston; and 

An act (S. No. 232) for the relief of Frederick 
L. Colclasser. oe 

Ordered, That the said bills be committed to a Commit- 


tee of the Whole House, and that the bills and reports be 
printed. 


PUBLIC 


BUILDINGS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. DAILY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for the completion of the 
! ? ry ° . , 
public buildings in the Territory of Nebraska, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 


, Mr. Patron, one of their clerks, informing the 


Elouse that the Senate had passed a resolution 
(No. 43) to correct a clerical error in the act ap- 
proved May 4, 1860, for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the President of the United States 
had noutied the Senate that he did, this day, ap- 
prove and sign bills of the following titles: 

An act (Sg No. 426) to dissolve the Washing- 
ton’s Manual Labor School and Male Orphan So- 
ciety of the District of Columbia, and to authorize 
atransfer ofits effects to the Columbian Institution 
for the instruction of the Deafand Dumb and the 
Blind; 

An act (S. No. 385) to incorporate the propri- 
etors of Prospect Hill Cemetery; 

An act (S. No. 202) to reimburse the corpora- 
tion of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
a sum of money advanced towards the construc- 
tion of the Little Falls bridge; 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of Valentine 
Wehbrheim; 

An act (8. No. 252) to incorporate the Grand 
Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows 
of the District of Columbia; and 

An act (S. No. 261) to authorize the levy court 
to issue tavern and other licenses in the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BOYCE. 
the House. 

Mr. COBB. I callfor tellers. By the time we 
get acount, if we count very slowly, there may 


I move that there be a call of 


|| be a.quorum here. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would suggest that we can 
ascertain whether there is a quorum here by 
taking the yeas and nays upon the last resolution 
from the Committee on Naval Expenditures, 

‘lellers were ordered; and Messrs. Coss and 
FENTON were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


| ayes 19, noes 100. 


“So a call of the House was refused. 
ARMY A”?ROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, by unanimous con- 
sent, from the Committee of Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the billof the House (Ng, 305) 
making appropriations for the support the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1861, with 
the amendmeuts of the Senate thereto, reported 
back the same; with a recommendation concurring 
in some, and non-concurring in others of the said 


| amendments, 


The bill and amendments were referred to the 
Commitiee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 
STEPHEN H. WEEMS. 

Mr. BRANCH, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Foreign Affuirs, reported back 
the petition of Stephen [1. Weems, and asked 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be laid upon the 
table. 

It was so ordered. 


GEORGE W. SAMSON. 


Mr. DUELL. from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
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George W. Samson; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
Elouse, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered to be printed. 
STEWART M GOWAN. 


On motion of Mr. SIMMS, by unanimous con- | 


sent, the resolution of the Senate ( No. 43) to cor- 


rect a clerical error in the act approved May 4, | 


1860, for the relief of Stewart McGowan, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a first 
and second time. 

Theeresolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


Mr. SIMMS moved to reconsider the vote by, | 


which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the resolutiow to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD LUSILER. 
Mr. MOORHEAD, by unanimous consent, 


from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bil] | 
for the relief of Edward Lusher; which wasread | 
a firstand second time, referred to a Committee | 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying | 


report, ordered to be prints d, 
WASHINGTON AND OREGON WAR DEBT. 
Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the 
payment of the expenses incurred by the Terri- 
tories of Washington and Oregon in suppressing 
Indian hostilities in the years 1855 and 1856; 
which was recommitted to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affuirs, and ordered to be printed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CAFRFORNIA. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Lam instructed by the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary to report back Senate bill || 
No. 168, being an act entitled ** An act to ascer- | 


tain and settle private land claims in the State of 
California,’”’ passed March 3, 1851; with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, with an amendment. 
[ ask that it be put on its passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM, With the indulgence of the 
House, | will state that the amendment reported 
by the Judiciary Committee does not substan- 
tially affect the bill as passed by the Senate. It 
merely changes the title of the bill, and changes 
the body of the bill so as to make it conform with 
the change in the Uutle, 

By unanimous consent, the amendment was 
agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was ordered 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


Mr. BLNGHAM moved to reconsider the vote || 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONFIRMATION OF LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. COBB. House bill No. 44 was passed by 
the House, and sent to the Senate. The Senate 


passed it withaslightamendment, but the House | 


disagreed to it. I ask that the House insist on 
its action, and grant a committee of conference. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. [ object to that. I 
want to say a word about it when | get an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. COBB. 
about it. 

Me. CLARK, of Missouri. 
from Alabama knows that | will expose it when- 
ever I get an opportunity. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I give notice 
that to-morrow at one o’clock I will move to take 
up the river and harbor bill. 


NAVAL CONTRACTS—AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I nowask fora vote on the 
fifth and last resolution reported by the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to me for the purpose cf having 


ssed a very meritorious eo bill, which | 
Jnless it be passed | 


called up one day before. 
now, it will not be passed at all, 
Mr. SHERMAN. There are a good many 


nilemen here who have bills to get passed; and | 
desire to give notice now that if the House will | 
pass, to-night, this resolution, and the Indian and || 


Pi 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


The gentleman knows nothing | 


The gentleman | 








to-morrow, and gentleman can get the chance. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawes in | 
the chair.) ‘The question is now on the adoption | 


of the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the appointment by the Secretary of the 


Navy of Daniel B. Martin, chief engineer, as a member of 


a board of engineers to report upon proposals for construct- 
ing machinery for the United States, the said Martin atthe 


| time being pecuniarily interested in some of said proposals, 


is hereby censured by this House. 


Mr. BONHAM. I desire to inquire whether 
there is such information in possession of the 
committee as will enable them to say that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy knew at the time that Daniel 
B. Martin was so pecuniarily interested ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather the gentle- 
man from South Carolina would put that ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
cock.) I believe, however, that the fact is so. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object to 


| deba’e. 


Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Beale, Bingham, Blake, 
Brabson, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Campbell, Horace F. Clark, Coltax, Curtis, H. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Ducll, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, French, 
Gjjmer, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Haskin, Hoard, William A. 
Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marston, Maynard, 
MeKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Porter, 
Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, ‘Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Ver 
ree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wasiburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel) Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, 


Windom, and Woodruff—$90. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Bonham, Burch, Bur- 
nett, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Crawford, De Jarnette, 
English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, John T. Harris, Hol 
tan, Houston, William Howard, Jones, Keitt, Landrum, 
Larrabee, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, McQueen, 
Niblack, Reagan, Ruffin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Single 
ton, Stevenson, Stout, ‘Thomas, Underwood, Whiteley, 
and Wright—39. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the vote, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, stated that he was 
paired off with his coileague, Mr. Buair, who was 
in favor of the resolution, while he was against it. 

Mr. BARR stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Oty. 


Mr. PEYTON stated that he was paired for the 


evening with Mr. Train. 


Mr. ALLEY stated that Mr. Rice was paired 
with Mr. Mires. 
Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Vance was 


|| detained at his room on account of sickness. 


Mr. ROYCE stated that he was paired on this 
vote with Mr. BarkspaLe. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Rust, who would have voted against 
the resolution, while he would voté for it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
he was paired with Mr. Kunke on this vote. 

Mr. HATTON (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HATTON stated that he would have voted 
for the resolution. 

Mr. BUFFLNTON stated that Mr. Goocn was 
detained at hi¥ house on account of indisposition 
in his family. 

Mr. HELMICK asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HELMICK stated that he would have 
voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the various resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS DAINESE. 

Mr. BURLINGAME. 1 move to suspend the 
rules, so as to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis Dai- 
nese. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas and 


nays, and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 


GLOBE. 


|| Army bills, I will have no public bill to present | 











Butterfield, | 











June 13 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Unverw, 
and Wasusurne, of lilinois, were appointed ” 
The House divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 27, noes 22. , ai 
So (more than one fifth voting in favor thereos 

wME 





} 
| the yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I ask to have the 4) 
read. 7 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary o¢ 
the Treasury to pay to Francis Dainese, late oo,,, 
sul at Constantinople, the sum of $4,820 99, 
full of all claims and demands upon the United 
States for his traveling, contungent, and other oy. 
penses, as well as for losses sustained by him jy, 
and connected with, the consulate at Consiay:: 
nople. 

It appears, from the report, that Mr. Dain 
held the office of vice consul, acting consul, and 
consul, from May 16, 1849, to December 20, 1859. 


C8e 


| and he claims to be allowed compensation for cop, 


tingent, traveling, and other expenses and losses 


| as vice consul, acting consul, and consul, duriyo 


that period. A part of the amount claimed js fo; 
compensation, at the rate of $1,000 per annum 
amounting to $3,595 40 for judicial services, und ; 
the actof August 11, 1848. This part of the claim 
is regarded by the committee as not allowable, } f 
cause the act of 1848, under which it is claimed 
is considered, in their opinion, as not entitling the 
diplomatic and consularagents of the United Siates 
in Turkey to the same compensation therein mac 
for like officers in China; and in this particular 
the committee concur with the views of thatof the 
Thirty-Fourth Congress upon this matter. Ap. 
other part of the claim is for the sum of $635, oy 
account of the contingent expenses of his consy 
ate, for the support whereof an annual appropri- 
ation of $500 1s made. Upon a careful examina. 
tion of this item, and after fully invesugating his 
accounts by transcripts from and inquiries at t) 
Treasury Department, the committee are satisfied 
thera is justly due on this account the sum oj 
$431 49, which should be allowed; this sum hay 
ing been inadvertently and erroneously paid to 
his predecessor, George A. Porter. The difference 
between the amount claimed and that reported i 


.be due arises from two facts: first, that the me- 


morialist has claimed the allowance for contingent 
expenses from April 1, 1849, the beginning of tly 
quarter, instead of from May 16 of that year, thy 
commencement of the period of his servite; and, 
seconc, that there appears to have been paid o1 
his draft in favor of Mr. Porter the sum of $14) 
Another part of the claim is for interest and loss 
on exchange on his drafts for money allowed to 
him asan indemnification for his support of those 
refugees having American passports at Constan- 
tinople, from 1849 to 1851, both inclusive. Th 
committee, after a careful examination of the doc- 
uments communicated to the last Congress by 
messages of Februaty 23 and March 3, 1857, as 
well as those now submitted by the memorialist, 
and circumstances therewith connected, think 
there should be allowed him, in connection with 
this claim, the additional sum of $609 11. There 
are other items which the committee allow to the 
amount reported in the bill, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adanis, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Barr, Bingham, Samuel 
8. Blair, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, Briggs, Bris 
tow, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carter, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Covode 
Cox, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Ed 
wards, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, French, Gilmer, Grow, 
Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Hutelins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Ken 
yon, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Logan, Loomis, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Elbert S. Mar 
tin, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Neison, Nixon, Perry, Porter, 
Quarles, Christoplier Robinson, Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Spaulding, Spinner, James A 
Stewart, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Pay: 
lor, Thayer, Theaker, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Wit 
dom, Woodruff, and Woodson—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Avery, Beale, Blake, Bonham, 
Branch, Clopton, Cobb, Crawford, Jobn G. Davis, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Gartrell, John T. Harris, Hoard, Holman, Hous 
ton, Jackson, Jones, Landrum, Love, McRae, Millso®, 
Niblack, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust. Singleto®, 
William N. H. Smith, Stanton, Stokes, Thomas, pene 
kins, Trimble, Underwood, Wade, Walton, Elihu »- 
Washburne, and Wright—4i. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
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were suspended ; and the Committee of the Whole 
H yse Was discharged from the further cousider- 

wot the bill. 

During the vote, 

\ir. BRANCH stated that he had been confined 
+ his room during the day on account of indis- 
noaition; hence he had not voted on the resolu- 
oe in regard to the Navy Department. 
~ Mr. CAMPBELLstated that Mr. Bansirt was 
detained at home by indisposition. vv. fi 

Vr. HARRIS, of Virginia, made a similar 
eraroment with respect to Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. KEITT stated that he was paired with Mr. 


KiLGorRe. 


\ir. BRANCH stated that he was paired for 
tho rest of the evening with Mr, Watton. 
The vote was then announced as above re- 


corded. 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved the previous ques- 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered : and under its operation, 
, was read the third time. 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
t |} was passed. 

Mr. BURLINGAME moved to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. 1 am instructed by the Cum- 
mittee on Printing to repert the following reso- 
lution; and on it | move the previous question: 

Resolved, ‘That there be printed, in addition to the usual 
number, two hundred and fifteen thousand extra copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Patents on agriculture 
for the year 1859; fifteen thousand of which shall be for dis- 
tribution by the Interior Department, and two hundred 
thonsand for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I move to amend 
the resolution, by increasing the number to three 
hundred thousand, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in or- 
der during the call for the previous question. 
PHELPS. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to modify his resolution, by making the num- 
ber one hundred and fifteen thousand. 

Mr. GURLEY. I accept the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Ciark.] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in or- 
der to modify a report from a committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I raise the point of order 
that the report of a committee is made by order 
of the majority of the committee, and cannot be 
modified by any member. It can only be aecom- 
plished by a regular amendment, offered and 
adopted by the House. 


the bul 


| 
+} 


Mr. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has | 


already deeided that point. 
Mr. BURNETT. Lask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 


tion till he can inform the House how many copies | 


of this report were printed last year. 
Mr.GURLEY. Iam very willing to answer 

any question. [Cries of ** Question !’’] Lam per- 

fectly willing to withdraw the previous question 


to enable the gentleman from Missouri to offer his 
amendment. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


I rise to a point of order. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Then I move to | 


amend, by increasing the number to three hundred 
and fifteen thousand copies; and on that | move 
the previous question. 

Mr.BURNETT. Lrose toa question of order, 
and the Chair heard me. [Calls to order.] The 
Chair is very certain not to recognize me till be 
decides the question. [Continued calls to order.] 
I rise toa question of order, and am addressing 
the Chair; and you [addressing the Republican 
side of the House] keep quiet. I have a right, 
when Lrise and address the Speaker, whether it be 
the regular or a pro tempore Speaker, to be heard. 
The question of order which | desired to make 
Was, that the gentleman from Ohio could not yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Missouri, except 
y unanimous consent. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair under- 
Stood the gentleman from Ohio to yield the floor. 
The Chair then recognized the gentleman from 

issourl, who moved an amendment, and there- 

* 


cS 


suum 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 











| Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 


} Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, James 


| A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor. Thomas, Tompkins, Underwood, 


| tions reported from the Committee on Expend- 


| names were called,they would have voted ** no.”’ 


| rich, Atiey, William C. Anderson, Ashiey, Bingham, Sam 
uel S. Blair, Blake, Boteler, 


upon called the previous question. The Chair || 
then recogmzed the gentleman from Kentucky. || 
The question is, Shall the previous question be | 
seconded ¢ 1 

Mr. BURNETT. I want the Chair to state || 
the facts. The Chair propounded to the gentle- 
man from Ohio the question, as to whether he 
yielded the floor; and the very moment he did it 

rose to a question of order, knowing that the 
genutleman’s object was to enable the amendment 
to be offered. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. HUGHES. What wasthe number printed 
heretofore ? 

Mr. GURLEY. 
sand. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. And we never had 
enough. 
Mr. BRANCH called for the yeasand nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 67; as follows: 











Two hundred and ten thou- 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald 


LOBE. 


} resentatives, 


rich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashiey, Bing- || 


ham, Samuel 8. Blair, Blake, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, 
Brayton, Bufinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, John B. Clark, Cox, Curtis, H. Winter | 
Davis. Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, | 


Frank, French, Gilmer, Gurley, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hehinick, Holman, Uutehins, Ir 
vine, Junkin, Franeis W. Kellogg, William Kelloge, Ken- | 
yon, Killinger, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, | 
Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Mill 

ward, Laban T. 


Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, || 


Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle,Quarles, || 


Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Singleton, Wil 
liam N. H. Smith,William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tap 
pan, Theaker, ‘Trimble, Vallandigham, Vandever, Wade, 
Walton, Cadwatader C, Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Woodrutf, and Woodson—9%6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Francis 
P. Blair, Bonham, Bovee, Brauch, Briggs, Bristow, Bureh, 


Sas 


Craig, Burton Craige, Crawtord, Jolin G. Davis, Edgerton, 
English, Ferry, Gartrell, Grow, John T. Harris, Hoard, 
Houston, William A. Howard, Jackson, Jones, Landrum, 
DeWittC. Leach, “.ogan, Love, Maclay, Elbert 8. Martin, 
McQueen, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Niblack, 
Phelps, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Sherman, 
Simms, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevenson, James 


Verrce, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, and Wright 


—Oi. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Juring the roll-call, 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired | 
off with Mr. Royce. If he had been able to vote 
he should have voted against the last two resolu- 


itures in the Navy Department. 
Messrs. DE JARNETTE and LEAKE stated 


that, if they had been within the bar when their 


The result of the vote having been announced, | 
as above recorded, the question recurred on agree- | 
ing to the resolution a; amended. 





Mr. WHITELEY demanded the yeas and 
nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 60; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald 





jouligny, Brabson, Brayton, 
Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, John B. Clark, Covode, Cox, Curtis. H. 
Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dueil, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fen 
ton. Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, Freneh, Gilmer, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hol 
man, William Howard, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, De 





==! 
Witt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Mavnard, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millward, Laban 'T’. Moore, Moorhead, Edward 
Joy Morris, Morse, Neilson, Nixon, Pendleton, Perry. Pettit, 
Porter, Pottle, Quarles, Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, Singleton, 
William N. H. Smith, Willian Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vallandigham, Van 
dever, Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Webster, Woodruff, and Woodson—102. 
NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Bocock, 
Bonhain, Boyce, Briggs, Burch, Burnett, Clopton, Cobb, 
Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, De Jar 
nette, English, Gartrell, Hamilton, John T. Harris, Hoard, 
Houston, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Jack- 
son, Jones, Lamar, Landrum, Leake, Logan, Love, Me- 
Queen, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Niblack, 
Pbelps, Pryor, Reagan, Riggs, Ruffin, Rust, Sherman, Sick- 
jes, Simms, Spinner Stallwerth, Stevenson, James A. 
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Stewart, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Wells, 
Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow, aud Wright—60, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. Lam instructed by the Com- 


| mittee on Printing to offer the following resolu- 


tion: 
Resolved,’ 


ies ol 


lhat there be printed five thousand extra cop- 
the report of the Simith-onian tnstivation—three 
thousand for the use of the members of the House of Rep- 
and two thousand for the use of said Institu- 
tion. 

That is the usual number. I move the previous 
question, 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. GURLEY. I am also instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report the following 
resoluuon: 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey tor 
the vear 18595 three thousand of which shall be tor distri 


bution by said Saperintendent, and two thousand for the 
use of the members of the Louse. 


That is half the usual number. I[ move the 
previous question 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered. 


Mr. THOMAS demanded the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resoluuon was adopted; and also 


| moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
| table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT OF LIEUTENANT IVES. 
Mr. GURLEY. 


1 am also instructed by the 


| Committee on Printing to report the following 


resolution: 
Resolved, That there be printed, forthe use of the House, 


| five thousand copies, in addition to the usual naniber, of 
| the report of First Lieutenant J, C. Ives, topographical 





engineers, upon the exploration of the river Colorado of the 
West, with the maps accompanying said report; and that 
five hundred copies be printed for the use of the command- 
ing officer of the expedition. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay that resolution on the table. 

A Memser. How much will that work cost? 

Mr.GURLEY. Here is an explanatory letter. 
Let it be read. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I insist on 
my motion; and no reading is in order. 

Che question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

CHANGE OF VENUE. 

Mr. SICKLES obtained the floor. 

Mr. MILLWARD. I rise to a question of 
orivilege. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is entitled to the floor, but the 


I move to 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania has the right to state 


his quesuion of privilege. 

Mr. MILLWARD. Icall upthe motion to re- 
consider the vote by which House bill No. 814 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
opinion that that is not such a question of priv- 
lege as would entitle the gentleman to take the 
floor from the gentleman from New York. The 
motion to reconsider may be called up at any time 
when the gentleman has the floor for that purpose, 
but the floor cannot be taken from another gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iask the consent of the House 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 








state of the Union from the consideration of | 
House bill No. 760, to authorize the chanze of 
place and time in civil cases in the circuit and | 
district courts of the United States. I will state 
that this bill has been reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary unanimously, so far as | am 
aware. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to that bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to suspend the rules; 
and | desire simply to say that every State in the 
Union has a similar provision, but through some 
inadvertence none has been provided for the Fed- 
eral courts. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The 
me to say t! 


rentleman will allow 
a very great difference be- 


at there 1 


tween a change of venue in the State courts and 
in the Federal court In the State courts the ju- 
ries are drawn from a particular locality, but in 


a Federal court they 
country. 

Mr. SICKLES. I think there can be no just 
obiection to this bill; and Lask that the rules may 
be suspended. ' 


Mr. GROW, 


are drawn from all over th« 


Do I understand the gentleman 


that this bill comes from the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. SICKLES. It doi sy and was reported by 
the gentleman’s colleague, the chairman of th 


committer 

Mr. DUNN. I wish toask the eentleman from 
New York whether the bill ts confined to certain 
districts, or whether itis general in its application 
to the whele country? 

Mr. SICKLES. It isa general law. 
law would be manifestly improper. 

Mr. DUNN. Then | object tothe bil. To 


provid for such a change of in the West 


A lox al 


venue 
wouid operate very oppressively. 
Mr. STANTON. I wi uld be vlad to know 
whether the bill authorizes a transfer of venu 
from one State to 
*Mr. SICKLES. 
Mr. STANTON. 


pother 
It dot a. 

It is too important a bill to 
be acted upon im thi way. I call for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. This will be the first 
busines In the morning; and in the mean lume we 
shall have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. COX called fer tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; 
Marston were appoin a 

Mr. SHUERMAN, I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn, and let the vot 
be taken upon suspending the rules to-night. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I withdraw 
the motion, 

Mr. BURNETT. I shall renew the motion, 
unless it is { understanding that, after a vot 
has been taken upon the motion to suspend thie 
rules, the House will then adjourn, 

Several Membrns. Agreed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 1 want it to be 
uuderstood that Lam no party to that agreement. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, f desire to inquire of the 
Chair whether this motion will come up during 
the morning hour, if the House now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. CLARK, of Miss 
House adjourn. 

The motion was disarreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 withdraw the call for the 
yeas and pays upon the motion to suspend the 
rules, 

The motion of Mr. Sickies was not agreed to, 
(two thirds not having voted in favor thereof.) 


and Messrs. Cox and 


It will come up 


vuuri. I move that the 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of | 
the United States, by James Brenawnay, his Pri- | 
vate Secretary, notifying the House that he did 
on this day approve and sign bills of the follow- 
Ing ules: 

An act (H. R. No. 523) extending and incor- 
rating the German Benevolent Society, of 

Vashington city, in the District of Columbia, 
ors July 27, 1842; and 

An act (FM. R. No. 245) for the relief of Mary- || 
ett Van Buskirk. | 


PHILADELPHIA POST OFFICE. | 
Mr MILLWARD. I now call up the motion || 


| 
' 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| 
| 
|| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 
| 
| 
| 


‘* Professors Rocers and Vetuake, Philadelphia.” 


to reconsider the vote by which House bill No. 
#14, to provide for the erection of a post office in 
the eity of Philadelphia, was referred to the Com- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, called for 
tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burnett, 
and Ke.itoee of Michigan, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 86, noes 34. P 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House | 


1 move that the House do 


thereupon (at half past nine o’clock, p m.) | 

adjourned, | 
IN SENATE. 

Tuurspay, June 14, 1860. | 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal | 
will be read. 
Mr. HALE. I am told thatthe Journal isvery | 
voluminous, and will take about an hour to read 
it. I move that the reading be suspended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. te will require | 
unanimousconsent. The Chair hears no objecuon; 
and the reading will be dispensed with. | 
| 
| 


COINAGE. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will | 
lay before the Senate a communication from the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, which will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read it, as follows: | 

Treasvury Department, June 13, 1860. 
Pursuant tothe joint resointion of the 25th Febru- | 
ary. 1857, ** to prevent the counterfeiting the coins of the | 
United States,’ | have the honor to report, that Professor | 
flenry Vethake and R. E. Rogers were appointed on the |} 
lsih orduly, 1857,commissioners to inquire * into the pro 
cess and means proposed by J.'T. Barelay for preventing 
the abrasion, counterfeiting, and deteriorating the coins of 
the United States.” 

Mr. HALE. I move to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading of that communication, and that 1 
be printed. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order | 
will be made, unless objected to. || 

Mr.’POOMBS. Let us hear what it is. I want || 
it read, | 

} 


Sir: 


Mr. HALE. It is about counterfeiting coins. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the communication will be continued. 

The Secretary continued the reading, as fol- 
lows: 


= 


The reading 
|| 


These two gentlemen were selected for that duty from 
their high character as scientific men, and trom their re 
puted tamiliarity with the general subjects involved in the 
investigation. They accepted the appointment, and ap- 
pear to have pursued the inquiries with as much diligence 
and dispatch as they were cuabled to do under the circeum- 
stances 

On the 23d April last, their report, of which a copy is 
herewith inclosed, was received at this Department. { im 
mediately addressed to them a letter, of which the follow- 
lug is a copy: 

** Treasury DEPARTMENT, .fpril 23, 1869. 

*“GentTLemen: Your letter of the I7th instant is re 
eeived, with your report upon the processes proposed by 
Dr. J. TP. Barelay for the protection of coinage—expressing 
in general terms your confidence in them, but suggesting 
thatit will be impossible to exhibit these processes in a 
practical shape, unless a sufficient appropriation is made 
ior the necessary machinery. Allow me to request ‘that 
you estimate the cost of the machinery you require for that |! 
purpose, i] 


“| beg leave further to ask from you an estimate of the |} 
probable cost of having the coinage of the Mint conducted 
according to Dr. Barclay’s processes, instead of the present 
mode. | 

“Tam aware that a specific and detailed estimate of this 4} 
character can hardly be expected ; but [ will thank you to | 

| 


furnish sach an approximation as will enable me to gather | 
some opinion of the cost, independent of any remuneration 
to Dr. Barelay. 
“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“TOWELL COBB, 


** Secretary of the Treasury. 


| 
' 

In response to this request I have received trom the com- | 
missioners their letter of the 3ist ultimo, which is herewith | 
transmitted, with the inclosures therein referred to, from 
which it appears that the probable cost of producing a speci- 
men coin, according to Dr. Barclay’s processes, iS estimated 
at $4,900, and that a similar amount will be required for 
coins of cach denomination, independent of the ordinary 
processes of the Mint, as well as any remuneration to Dr. 
Barclay. 

The foregoing results of the investigation ordered by the 
joint resolution are respectfully submitted to the consider- 
ation of Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

HOWELL COBB, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Joun C. Brecxrvrinee, Vice President of the United 
States and President of the Senate. 


| is only extreme cases that justify the Suspe 


| for me to vacate the chair. 








GLOBE. Tune 14 


THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I desire to inquire whet! 
the Journal has been read. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Its reagi,, 
was dispensed with by unanimous consent 

Mr.SLIDELL. I submit whether it can bed : 
pensed with in the absence of a quorum. There 
is no quorum Jere. 

Mr. HUNTER. One objection can pre 


; a e Vent 
the reading being dispensed with, and | th) 


nk it 


: : : Ning 
of the reading of the Journal. ° 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can op}, 
be done by unanimous consent. The Chair stated 
the question, and inquired whether there was an; 
objection. , . 

Mr. SLIDELL. There is no quorum present 
and we can do no business. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Wheneye, 


that fact is ascertained, all business must be sys. 


pended. Until it is ascertained, business wij) \, 
continued. Does the Senator object on tha: 


ground? 
~ Mr. SLIDELL. I desire that the Journal sha 
be read. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sey. 
ator from New Hampshire withdraw his motion 
to suspend the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. HALE. It need not be withdrawa, if j 
requires unanimous consent. I have no objec. 
tion. | have not the slightest interest in the world 
in it, and do not care a straw about it. I think 
we may as well hear that as the speeches that 
might be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
moved that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire made that motion, and the 
Chair inquired whether there was any objection 
to entering the order. The Chair heard none, and 
under that impression it was suspended. If itis 
ealled for, it will be read. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 do it for the simple reasoa 
that a quorum is absent, and Senators count on 
this time being occupied in the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr.POWELL. The Chair properly announced 
it. There was no objection. The Senator from 
Louisiana has come in since. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading 


| of the Journal will be proceeded with, if it is de- 


sired, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, the 
presence of the Vice President makes it proper 
But before doing so, 
allow me to tender you my grateful acknowledg- 
ments for the honor conferred upon me by my 


| selection to preside over the deliberations of the 


Senate during his temporary absence. 

The Vice Presipent took the chair. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
Journal. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the further 


| reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 


Mr. HALE. I object. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 1 hope the Senate will 


| agree to it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the Journal must be read. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think there is a quorum now 
present, and that was the only objection I had. 
Mr. HALE. Let us nave the whole of it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator chooses to 
renew his motion, I have no objection to it. _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made 
in another quarter, 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. Is there ob- 


jection? 


Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary wt! 
proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary ‘continued reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. i think we have been pu0- 
ished enough. 1 think there will be no further 
objection to suspending the readin of the Journal. 

he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
. 
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Island asks unanimous consent tosuspend 
no reading of the Journal. 





Rr ide 

sir, HALE. Read on. x jin wh 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 

mode, the Secretary will proceed. 

” The Secretary eontinued to read. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 1 hope now there will be 


no obj ction to suspending the further reading of 


the Journal. Task that it be dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
jmous consent, The Chair hears no objection; 
and the further reading of the Journal is dispensed 
with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill now pending 
nefore Congress to give the assent of Congress te 
the act of the Legislature of Louisiana for levy- 


ing tonnage duties on shipping, for the im prove- 


ment of the Pass al’Outre of the Mississippi river; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of P. S. Halstead 
and others, of the city of New York; and a peti- 
tion of A. H. Bell and others, of the city of New 


York, severally praying the enactment of a law 
authorizing the exchange of gold and silver for | 
eonts at the Mint; which were referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of D. Griffing 
and others, in relation to the pensions of the sol- 
diers of the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented additional papers 
in support of the claim of A. Edwards to a pen- 
sion: Which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. KING presented two petitions of citizens | 


of New York eity, praying the passaze of a law |} ° . ; 
of New York eity, praying the passage of a law | pension to Chauncey Hoyt, of Chenango county, 


authorizing the exchange of gold and silver coin 
for cents at the Mint; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of R. W. 
Booth and others, manufacturers and hardware 
dealers of the city of New York, praying that the 
duty on steel may not be increased, as proposed 
by the tariff bill now pending before Congress; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr.GREEN presented the memorial of Wright, 
Kendall & Co., and others, of Fitchburg, Mas- 
sachusetts, praying that the duty on steel may 
not 
hill now pending before Congress; which 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. LANE presented the memorial of Conroy | 


& O’Connor, and others, hardware merchants of 
the city of New York, praying that the duty on 
steel may not be increased, as contemplated by 
the tariff bill now pending before Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of W. 
W. Richmond, praying compensation for his ser- 
Vices as secretary of legation at Brussels, from 
1853 to 1856; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. GREEN, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (11. R. No, 152) to remove the Uni- 
ted States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to provide 
for the sale of the lands on which the same is located, be 


ae to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRIGHT asked, and by unanimous con- 
Sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
906) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte Hayes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the resolu- 


tion I introduced some days since, to rescind the 


resolution adopted fixing the day of the adjou n- 
ment of Congress. 


Mr: THOMSON [hope the Senator will allow 
reports to be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts yield the floor? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. I yield for reports. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. . 


_Mr. GRIMES, frofn the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
> 


be increased, as contemplated by the tariff | 
vasre- | 





THE 


| ported it with an amendment. | 


CONGRESSIONAL 


399) granting a pension to Adeline Caddis, re- || 


Mr. GWILN, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 486) to authorize and direct the Sec- | 
retary of War to contract with the Overiand and 
Pike’s Peak Express Company, reported it with |} 
an amendment. ; 1 

Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. No. 43) giving the assent of Congress to cer- | 
tain acts passed or to be passed by the Legisla- | 


| tures of the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and | 
| Texas, or any two of them, in relation to the | 


| ** raft”? of Red river, and for other purposes, re- || 


| was referred the bill (H.R. No. 463) granting an 


ported it without amendment. 
Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 
No. 459) granting an increase of pension to James | 
Dunning, reported it without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
invalid pension to Samuel Hamilton, reported it | 
without amendment. || 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 449) for the re- 
lief of Eunice Cobb, reported it without amend- 
ment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


| was referred the bill (H. R. No. 70) granting a 


pension to John Jackson, an invalid soldier, re- 
ported it without amendment, and that it ought 


| not to pass. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 532) granting a 


| pension to Richard M. Haden, reported it with- 


out amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bi#l (H. R. No. 455) granting a | 


New York, reported it without amendment, and 
that it ought not to pass. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was rcferred the bill (H.R. No. 466) granting an | 


invalid pension to Thomas Glasgow, reported it || 
without amendment, and that it ought not to pass. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the | 
bill (S. No. 498) for the relief of M. W. lzard, | 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a {| 


| report; which was ordered to be printed. i 


| for services rendered by her late husband by direc- |! 


| to, 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the || 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the petition of || 
Mary E. Whicher, administratrix of Stephen 
Whicher, praying for the paymentof a judgment 
rendered in favor of him by the district court of || 
the United States for the State of Lowa, and fees 


tion of the Government, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreed |) 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Isaac Lilly, praying 
remuneration for the loss ofa vessel unjustly seized 
and sold under the erroneous pretense that tim- 


| 
| 
1) 


| ber on board the same had been cut from lands | 


belonging to the Government, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was | 


| arreed to. 


5 . 
Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- || 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. || 
448) granting an invalid pension to Esther P. Fox, 


| widow of Augustus C. Fox, reported it with an 


amendment. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the || 


i] 
i| 


| petition of F. S. Stevens, submitte d a report, ac- | 





| of a certain tract of land, known as the Colorado | 
| Desert, to that State, for the purposes therein set || 


companied by a bill (S. No. 507) for the relief of 
the California Stage Company. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- | 


| lic Lands, to whom was referred a resolution of 


the Legislature of California, in favor of the grant 


} 


forth, submitted a report, accompanied by a joint || 

resolution (S. No. 54) for the survey of the Col- || 

orado Desert. The bill was read, and passed to 

second reading, and the report was oad 

printed. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 

mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred a 


GLOBE. 


| 
ered to be | 
i by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 





range four east, in the county of Marengo, in the 
State of Alabama, praying a grant of land serip 
equal to the value of the sixteenth section of said 


| township, which was set apart and disposed of 


for the encouragement and cultivation of the vine 
and the olive, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No, 
350) making appropriations for light-houses, bea- 
cons, buoys, &e., reported it with an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Nelson, a lieutenant in the Navy, pray- 
ing to be allowed, in the setUement of his accounts, 
for certain goods stolen from the United States 
store-ship Fredonia, while he was in command 
and acting as naval storekeeper, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 508) for the 
relief of William Nelson. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution to printthe re- 
port of Dr, John Evans on the geology of Oregon 
and Washington Territories, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print extra copies of the 
report of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian 
Institution, for the year 1859, reported it with an 
amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; and the resolution, as amended by the com- 
mittee, was agreed to; as follows: 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the report of the 
Soard of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, for the 
year ending 30th June, 1860, be printed; two thousand for 
the use of the Institution, and three thousand for the Sen- 
ate: Provided, ‘That the aggregate number of pages eon- 
tained in said report shall not exeeced four hundred and 


filty pages, without wood-cuts or plates, except those fur- 
nished by the Institution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and resolu- 
tion of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 14) for the relief of Francis Dain- 
ese; and 

A joint resolution (No. 43) to correcta clerical 
error in the act approved May 4, 1860, for the 
relief of Stewart McGowan. 

IIOMESTEAD BILL. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the com- 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill of the Senate (No. 416) 
to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the 
public domain, and for other purposes, made the 


| following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (3. No. 416) to seeure home- 
steads to actual settlers oif the public domain, and for other 
purposes, report: 

That, alter full and free conference, the committee have 
separated without coming to an agreement. 

SCHUYLER COLPAX, 

CYRUS ALDRICH, 

J. L. M. CURRY, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 

ANDREW JOHNSON, 

A. G. BROWN, 

J. R. DOOLITTLE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Senate further insist upon its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the said bill, insisted on by the House, and ask a 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
the Vice President was authorized to appoint the 
committee of conference on the part of the Senate; 
and Mr. Jounson of Tennessee, Mr. Firzpat- 
nick, and Mr. Cameron, were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


House had passed a joint resolation (No. 41) to 
reduce the price of the ae printing; in which 


oD? 


petition of the inhabitants of township cighteen, || the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (8. No. 14) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese; 

A bill (11. R. No. 220) for the relief of Anson 
Dart; 

A bill (S. No, 287) to incorporate the National 
Gallery and School of Arts in the District of 
Columbia: 

A joint resolution (S. No. 43) to correct a cler- 
ical error in the act approved May 4, 1860, for the 
relief of Stewart McGowan; and 

A bill (S. No. 168) to amend ** An act to define 
and revulate the jurisdiction of the district courts 
of the United States in California in regard to the 
survey and location of confirmed private land 
claims.”’ 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on yesterday, the printing of the 
following documents ateleven o’clock and twenty- 
two minutes,a, m.: . 

Report of the Secretary of the Interior of the 
exyy ses of the C 

Report of th 
lingent « Xp 
during the year ending June 30, 1859; and 

Report of the Postmaster General of the names 
and compensation of the cl rks and other yp rsons 
employed in the Post Ofice Department during 
the year ending December 31, 1859. 


ourt of Claims; 


Postmaster G r 


neral of the con- 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS, 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the Senate take 
up the Senate bill No, 168 fromthe table, merely to 
agree toanamendmentofthe House. Itis merely 
an amendment to the title of the bill. It will cause 
no discussion. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will it lead to debate? 

Mr. LATHAM. None whatever. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. No. 168) to amend an act entitled ** An 
act to ascertain and settle private land claims in 
the State of California,’’ passed March 3, 1851, 
which were, in section seven to strike out in the 
second and third lines the words, “*to which this 
is an amendment,”’ and to insert in lieu thereof, 
** An act toascertain and settle private land claims 
in the State of California;’’ and to amend the title 
by inserting instead of the present tide, ** An act 
to define and regulate the jurisdiction of the dis- 
trict court of the United States in California in 
regard to the survey and location of private land 
claims.”’ 

Mr. LATHAM. 
cur in the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOUN P. BROWN. 

Mr. MASON. The day before yesterday the 
Senate adopted a resoluuon asking the House to 
send back to the Senate the bill of the Senate No. 
271, for the relief of John P. Brown, and it was 
sent back accordingly yesterday. The resolution 
was adopted on my motion, It wasa bill reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations. I found 
that an error had crept into the bill by which a 
larger sum of money was appropriated for the 
party than was designed. Ll ask the Senate now 
to take up the bill for the purpose of correcting 
that error, and reducing the amouat of appropri- 
ation. The error simply was in giving to him 
compensation daring a period which had not been 
thoroughly examined by the committee, and erro- 
neously got into the bill. 
priation by $2,500. 
of in a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia asks unanimous consent to take up the 
bill indicated by him. 

Mr. FITCH, I desire to inquire whether a 
concurrence in the amendment sends the bill im- 
mediately to the House for its passage? 

Mr. MASON. It sends back a new bill. 

Mr. FITCH. The bill then necessarily gocs 
through the several stages here? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. FITCH. I have no objection to concur- 
ring in an amendment; but I have to passing the 
bill. The Committee on Foreign Relations has 


It reduces the appro- 
] suppose it can be disposed 


I move that the Senate con- | 


sof the Post Office Department | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


detected one error. 1 think, on a close examin- 
ation, the whole claim will be found to be erro- 
neous, 

Mr. MASON. The Lill passed the Senate. 
The erro? that was in it was an error committed 


through inadvertance, including in the bill aclaim 


that the commitee had not thoroughly considered. | 


lt was an error for which | was, lo some eXtent, 


K. 


| read: 


responsible, and therefore asked that it be cor- | 


rected. The bill simply provides for paying this 
gentleman what has always been done, the difler- 
ence of compensation between secretary of lega- 
tion and a chargé d’affaires, while be was left in 
charge by order of the Government. The error 


consisted in embracing a period which we had not | 


properly considered; and I strike that out, and 
reduce the sum by that amount. 

Mr. FITCH. Of course | can have no objec- 
tion to a reduction of the sum; butin looking into 


| another matter, growing out of our intercourse 


with ‘Turkey, | discovered that this gentleman, | 


Mr. Brown, bas once received a certain sum 
which, by its very terms, was to be in full of all 
services rendert d; and now he is here with an- 
other clam. He appears to be qa pet of the throne, 
or of some power behind the throne; and, per- 


haps, these claims will be multiplied ad infinitum | 


if w them. I do not know that there 
is anything whatever in the claim. 

Mr. MASON, If the Senator will listen to mea 
moment, thatappropriauion to which he refers was 


Pencourage 


passed in 1851, daring the absence of Mr. Brown | 
from the country, and it was expressed to be in 


full of all claims up to that period, These claims | 


are shown upon the face of the bill to have ac- 
crued since; and they are nothing but what has 
always been paid to the secretaries of legation: 
the difference of pay between a chargé d’affaires 
and a secretary of legation dgring the period in 
which, by order of the President, he was occupied 
in that capacity. Now, the limitation in 1851 was 
properly up to the period of the passage of that 
law. None were to be paid that accrued anterior; 
and those provided in thts bill are shown on the 
face of the bill to be subsequent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to taking up the bill? 

Mr. MASON. I hope not. 

Mr. FITCH. I must feel it my duty to object. 


I objected to a similar bill, but, at the request of 
other Senators, withdrew the objection; but Lhave | 


never yet been able to satisfy myself that I did 
right in so doing. I believe it was upon a bill 
acted upon very recently, for somewhat similar 
service in Turkey and Greece, by which we al- 
lewed a claim of several thousand dollars more 


| than the party was entitled to; and | certainly 


| in the House. 


cannot permit this to pass without looking into it. 
Mr. MASON. If one objection stops it, it must 
lie on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. One objection 
Stops it. 
CAPTURED AFRICANS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up the bill 
in regard to the captured Africans at Key West, 
which passed the Senate and has been amended 
There are two amendments to it, 
I will state, one of which increases the amount 
appropriated $50,000. I think we appropriated 
$200,000. ‘That is owing to a subsequent vessel 
having been captured. The other amendment is to 
pay fifty dollars additional per head. The Senator 
from Louisiana, [{Mr. Bensamin,] who had charge 
of the bill, has lett the city, and in a conversation 
with him, he was unwilling to concur in theamend- 
mentraising theamount fifty dollars per capita; but 
the other amendment, which increases the appro- 
priation $50,000, he believed to be in consequence 
of another cargo having arrived. I move that the 
bill be taken up with a view of concurring in one 
amendment and rejecting the other, or concurring 
in both, as the Senate may think proper. This is 
a matter that ought to be acted upon at once. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments of the Heuse 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 464) to 
amend an act entitled “An act in addition to the 
acts prohibiting the slave trade.’? The House of 
Representatives passed the bill with two amend- 
ments. The first was to insert after the word 
** one hundred,”’ in line sixteen, the words “ and 
fifty ;’’ so that the clause will read: 

lor a period not exceeding one year from the date of 


. 
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their being landed on the coast of Africa, ata price 


case to exceed $150. ‘0 ho 


The next amendment was in line eleven of eee 
tion three, after the word * hundred,” to “tna 
the words ‘‘and fifty;”’ so that the clause will 

F; il 


And clothing for aterm not exceeding one year from the 
date of the landing in Africa, the captured Africans ree 
landed in the southern district of Florida, and that ty 
of $250,000 be appropriated for that purpose, &c. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
concurring in the first amendment of the Hous, 
of Representatives. 

Mr. TOOMBs. I hope that amendment wil} }, 
rejected. The Senate, on great consideration ; 


» . Ps = ep and 
full investigation by the committee, decided tho: 


the sum stated in the bill was sufficient, and | do 
not know of any reason or of any facts on which 
we should raise the amount fifty dollars a head 
I think it is a mere waste of the public money, — 

Mr. MASON. This, as I understand it, is ay 
amendment of the House increasing one third th 
amount to be paid for transporting each of thoge 
negroes back to Africa. The bill originated jy 
the Senate, and was reported by the Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,}] who is not now iy 
his seat; and upon examination and considera- 
tion, they recommended that $100 for each should 
be appropriated. Now, as the Senator from Geor- 
gia says, we have no information why it is raised 
one third, which will very largely increase the 
appropriation. I hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. As I understand this bil]—jt 
was reported from the Committee on the Judi- 


ntly 


est 


'| ciary, and acted upon while I was absent—the 








| this proposition. 


Senate authorized an appropriation not exceeding 


| $100 foreach person. ‘The House have not altered 


the acts to be done, but have simply determined 
that it may cost more; and, therefore, they have 
corrected our limitation, by putting it at not ex- 
ceeding $150 to each person. It does not requir 
that expenditure, if the expenditure is unneces- 


sary. It simply authorizes it, if $100 is found 
insufficient. As we have agreed that the duty of 


restoration ought to be performed, | am not dis- 
posed to differ with the House, by cutting down 
the extended limitation; for if it is to cost more, 
I see no reason why we should not pay it, as well 
as to pay $100; but it does not require that $15) 
shall be expended. It only says that $150 may 
be expended, if necessary. 

Mr. MALLORY. I voted for this bill in its 
former position; but I shall be constrained to vote 
against any increased compensation, because | 
happen to know it is not necessary. I know 
what offers have been made to carry these negroes 
to Africa. I know precisely what it can be done 
for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is not necessary it 
will not be used. Are you not willing to trast it 
to the Department ? 

Mr. MALLORY. I never knew an instance 


where Congress authorized the expenditure of a 


| sum of money that it was not expended. Inthe 


face of the fact that it is not called for, is not ne- 
cessary, and that offers have been made to carry 
them for the price in the bill, I cannot vote for 
[ hope it will not be increased. 
Mr. POWELL. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, when they had this matter under consid- 
eration, investigated it, and were unanimously of 
opinion that $100 was sufficient; and I hope that 
limitation may be retained in the original bill. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 


| ler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 


Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hemp- 
hill, Hunter, tverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Matlory, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Pewell, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Thomson, and ‘Toombs—27. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to concur in the 


other amendment of the House. I suppose there 
will be no objection to that. It arises from the 
fact of an additional cargo having arrived. 
Ihe VICE PRESIDENT, The question Is 00 
concurring in the next amendment of the House, 
in line eleven, of the third section, after the W ord 
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ehundved,”* to insert the words ** and fifty ;”” ab || 
that it will read: 


With food, shelter, and clothing for aterm not exceed- 
‘ vear trom the date of the landing in Africa the cap 
4 Alricans recently landed in the southern district of 
Fiorida, and that the sum of $250,000 be appropriated for 
that purpose. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. That should be stricken out. 
They do not need that when the other increase 
has not been made. Itis necessary to non-concur. 
“Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir. The Senator mis- 
understands it. The first amendment, which has 
een rejected, increased the amount fifty dollars 
er capita. ‘This other amendment arises out of 
the capture of another slaver since the bill passed 
the Senate. r 

The amendment was concurred in. 

SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to offer a resolution 
which becomes necessary in order to interchange 
pills between the two Houses. After to-day we 
cannot exchange bills without the adoption of this 
re solution: 

Resolved. (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the 16th and 17th joint rules be suspended for the 
remainder of the session. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I see no object in doing 
that. if we are going to extend the time. | under- 
stand the Senator from Massachusetts has called 
up his proposition for an extension of the session. 

Mr. HUNTER. It wil! do no harm if we 
adopt it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Whatis the use of having 
such rules when we suspend them every session ? 
J never could see why we had rules of that char- 
acter, and then, for every session that | have been 
here, we come in and suspend them the moment 
they begin to have operation. I have never known 
it otherwise. I think we might as well abolish 
them permanently, or else give some validity to 
them. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. FLTCH. A motion has been made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to take up the reso- 
lution in regard to the adjournment, with which I 
am not disposed to interfere, but | had previously 
intended to ask the Senate to take up the House 
jot resolution No. 22, in relation to the public 
printing. ‘There was an informal understanding, 
however, that lL might be permitted to call it up 
to-morrow morning, and I hope it will be carried | 
oub. 
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FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. I renew my motion to take up 
the resolution I have indicated, in regard to the 
adjournment of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved ,(the House of Representatives concurring,) That 
Uic resolution directing the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 18th 
instant, at twelve o’clock, meridian, be, and the same is 
hereby, reseinded ; and that the President of the Senate and 
the Speaker of the House of Mepresentatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die on Monday, the 25th 
instant, at twelve o’clock, meridian. 

Mr. WILSON. But three working days are 
now left us, unless we change the day of adjourn- 
ment. It must be apparent, I think, to every 
Senator, that it is utterly impossible to close up | 
the necessary business within those three days. 
We have before’us, sir, now pending, the execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial bill. We have the 
aval, the fortification, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bills all yet to consider. We have the 
question concerning the tariff to come up next 
‘iter this bill. We have the question of the ad- 
mission of Kansas. We have the question with 
regard to the overland mail to California—all im- 
portant questions; and | think we cannot consider 
them within the brief space of three days. I pro- 
pose, therefore, that we shall change the day. I 
Will oceupy no further time on the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. I agree with the Senator that 
we shall require some extension; but this propo- 
sition is either too little or too much. If we take 
up the tariff, itis not enough; if we do not, I think 
we can get through by Thursday next. I would 
prefer to modify it in that way. If the question 
of the tariff comes up, and the Senate determine 
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to consider it, then we shall have to amend it still 
further. I therefore move to amend it by striking 
out the 25th, and inserting the 2lst—making it 
next Thursday. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senator suggests that if 
we take up the tariff we shall want more time, | 
think we had better postpone this resolution until 
we decide that question. I move, therefore, to 
lay it on the table. 

Mr. WIGFALL. 
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. PUGH. 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HUNTER. If my friend from Ohio will 


allow,me, I suggested Thursday because it will 


Is that a debatable ques- 


It is not. 
If you renew the motion, I will 


take until that time to transact the necessary busi- 
ness, even if we do not take up the tariff; and if | 


we do, we shall require stil farther time. 

Mr. PUGH. lunderstood the Senator to say 
that he intended to take the sense of the Senate 
on the question of postponing the tariff. He 
knows the tariff will be debated then, whether or 
not. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes. 

Mr. PUGH. Just as surely as he makes that 
motion we shall have the whole debate, and we 
might as well have the time. 

Mr. GWIN. Let us pass the resolution, then. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desire to know if there is 
any motion pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There ts a motion 
pending to lay the resolution on the table; and it 
is not debatable. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I ask the Senator to sus- 
pend the motion for a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I do not intend to make a 
speech. I trust the Senator will not make that 
motion; or, if he does not withdraw it, I hope the 
Senate will not concur in it. It must be obvious 
to every one that we cannot possibly get through 
the business we have before us, leaving out the 
tariff, by next Monday. [t is utterly impossible 
todo it. I, for ofte, feel myself somewhat inter- 
ested in this matter personally, because, indis- 
creelly, and without consideration, | voted for 
the House resolution when it was up here before. 
I regret it. We are paid agalary to discharge the 
public duties. Now, I am not going to criminate 
or recriminate, but I take my full share of the re- 
sponsibility. 
time until the very end of the session, and we 
are now attempting to crowd the work of six 
months it.to one week. [tis notright. We are not 
doing justice toourselves We are not doing jus- 
tice to the country. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
to the Senator from Texas. He is doing the Sen- 
ate injustice in saying that we have dilly-dallied 
during the present session. During the present 
session we have sat more hours datly, I think, 
than at any other previous session for years past; 
and there has been move real hard work done 
during the present session than any session of the 
same length of time within my recollection. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that I used the term dilly-dal- 
lying in a Pickwickian sense, or will take it back, 
if that is more satisfactory. Be thatas it may, 
the House was not organized for some two or 
three months; and since that time we have been 
discussing questions—I mean not bills—not of 
practical utility, and we are now just upon the 


eve of considering appropriation bills and tax || 


bills. Others may be more familiar with these 


matters; but for myself, | am not prepared to vote 


upon every question here without discussion, and 
it must be obvious to every Senator that there is 
an impatience to hearevenexplanations. We are 
called upon, not under the previous question rule, 
but we are called upon and appealed to to take 
yotes without hearing the facts. _ 1 am not pre- 
pared to vote upon many questions without ex- 
lanations. 

Mr. HARLAN rose. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Now, do not interrupt me. 
I will be through in a minute. 

Under these circumstances, it seems to me that 
it would be better not to lay this resolution on 
the table. I am disposed to adopt it for the 28th. 
If we get through business in the mean time, we 
oe certainly adjourn; if we do not, no harm is 

one. 


GLOBE, 


|| Mr. YULEE, 





We have dilly-dallied and wasted | 
|| Mr. HARLAN. 


|| sider in order ¢ 


I desire to make a suggestion || 


| Mr. BIGLER. 
1 


| the bill for the relief of Anson Dart. 
| House bill, which has been enrolled and signed by 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of twelve 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair calls up the spe- 
cial order, being the bill (H.R. No. 339) makin 
ei ecee for the legislative, executive, | 
| judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have said all that I desire 
| to say. 
| Mr. BIGLER. I hope that, by common con- 
| sent, we shall proceed with the consideration of 
| this question. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. [If there be unani- 

mous consent, that course will be pursued, 
I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the Chair announces the special order as 
the business before the Senate. 
| Mr. BIGLER. I move to postpone it for ten 
| minutes, for the purpose of having a vote on this 
| resolution. 
| Mr. YULEE. I think we might as well pro- 

gress with the practical business of to-day, and 
| by to-morrow morning we will have better made 

up our minds as to the proper course upon this 
| resolution. 
| Mr. HUNTER. |! think we had better go on 
| With the appropriation bill, and take this up to- 
morrow, and then we will know better where we 
stand, 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. 
insist on his motion? 

If the Senator from Virginia 

will help to get it up then, | would have no objec- 

) tion. I know that he can do it when no other 

1 withdraw the motion. 











Does the Senator 


| Senator could. 


ANSON DART. 
| Mr. HARLAN. I desire to entera privileged 
/motion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
| the bill was passed granting certain pay to Anson 
| Dart. 
| ‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
| formed by the Secretary that the bill has been 
| sent to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that an order be en- 
| tered asking for its return. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
| lowa moves that the House be requested to return 
lt wasa 


| the Speaker, and came here for the signature of the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate, and is here now. 
Is not the motion to recon- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisnotnow. The 
bill has passed out of the possession of the Senate. 

| Mr. YULEE. The bill may be recalled. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been 
sent to the House of Representatives, and enrolled 


|| and signed by the Speaker. 


Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The only way, I apprehend, 
in which to reach the difficulty presented by the 
| Senator from lowa, is by a joint resolution ex- 
| planatory of that bill. e cannot recall it again. 

Mr. WILSON. Is this matter disposed of. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 
| Mr. WILSON. Then I desire to move to post- 
pone the consideration of the special order 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts will pause a moment. The Chair 
is obliged to arrest the public business; he cannot 
hear the Senator on the floor. Motions cannot 
be heard. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope every Senator will be re- 
quired to take his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair accepts 
with pleasure the suggestion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. Half the Senate is upon its feet. 
Will Senators be good enough to resume their 
seats? 

Mr. YULEE. I rise to a question of order. ft 
| rise for the purpose of inquiring by what means— 
| I think there must be some means—the privilege 
which the rules of the body allow to each mem- 

ber to move a reconsideration within two days 
may be reached. It appears to me that the bill 
for the relief of Anson Dart being now in the pos- 
session of the Senate, it is in the power of the 
| Senate to control it, and that the signature of the 











bill by the President is under its control, it being 
one step in the legislation of the two Houses, or 
in the perfection of its legislation, and may be, by 
the action of this body, arrested. 1 rise to make 
that suggestion to the Chair. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Florida make any proposiuon? . 

Mr. YULEE. | am not dispose d to make a 
proposition, but prefer to leave it to the partic ular 
friends of the measure. 1 suggest whether that 
may not be one mode of reaching the object, to 
arrest the signature of the bill by the President, if 
it is in the power of the body. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suggest to the honorable Sen- 
ator from lowa that he will reach the difficulty 
pre: ented by anact ¢ xplanatory of this act. This 
is an act aire uly. It has passe d both Houses 
It has been siened by the Presiding Officer of one 
Hou and is here for the signature of the other. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is No ques- 
tion before the Senate in connection with the bill, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts is entitled to 
the floor. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. Lise for the purpose of mov- 
ing the postponement of the special order, for the 
purpose of settling this question of the adjourn- 
raent. It seems to me thatif we are to change the 
day, itis as well to know it. [I make that motion. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the cansideration of the res 

Mr. IVERSON. 
is divisible; 
first on res 


olution, 
I ask whether the resolution 
whether the qauesuon can be taken 
cinding the other resolution, and after- 
vards on fixing the day? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. IVERSON, 
be divided. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. A division of the 
resolution being called for, the question will be 
on the firat branch of the resolution: 


It is divisible. 
‘hen lL ask that the question 


Resolved, (the House of Representutives concurring,) 
That the resolution directing the President of the Senat 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives to declare 
their respective Llouses adjourned sine die on Monday the 
sth iastant, at twelve o’elock, m., be, and the same is 
bereby, rescinded. 


M: HUNTER. l suggest tothe Senator from 
Georgia that by dividing we cannot take the sense 
of the Scnat a 
the re 
Ing lo rese 


1 would not be willing to rescind 
ltogether; but yet lL would be will- 
ind, if we would pat off the adjourn- 
ment toaday not too distant, It seems 


olution 


to me 
we had bett r take a vote on the proposiuon asa 
whole. 

Mr. 1VERSON. 


mn 
There seems to bea great 


contrariety of opinion as to what day shall be | 


fixed, even if the resolution for adjournment is 
rescinded; and that is a question which f think 
ought to be settled by itself. Let us first decide 
whether we shall rescind the resolution for ad- 
journment; because there may be a majority of 
the Senate not disposed to rescind it at all, and 
that will settle the question as to the day. At the 
suggestion of Senators around me, however, I 
withdraw the call for a division. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The original resolution was 
called up on my motion; and it passed. Before I 
vote to rescind that resolution, I desire to inquire 
of the Senator from Virginia, who is at the head 
of the Finance Committee, whether, in his judg- 
ment, the public interest requires the rescinding 
of this resolution? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not think that we can 
ret through the business we have got to transact 
by Monday. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suggest, then, that if we 
agree to rescind the resoluuon we ought not to fix 
the time. We should leave that question open. 
If we have to stay one, two, or three days, we 
may have to Stay one, two, or three weeks. I 
think if we rescind the resolution, the better plan 


is not to fix the day until we can see when we are | 


ready for adjournment. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator from Vir- 
ginia can give us an idea, by what day we can 
get through the business, which he has the most 
particular charge of, | would certainly agree upon 
it. Lam unwilling to vote for rescinding the res- 
olation at all, unless we shall fixupon the day in 
advance. 

Mr. FITCH. 
to the suggestion of my colleague. If we rescind 
the resolution without fixing the day, we are at 
the mercy of the other end of the Capitol, and 
they may possibly—-without, of course, design- 
ing te inpute any motive, because that would be 
unparliameptary—by a desire to spin out a pro- 
tracted discussion on the tariff, keep us here for 


I see one very strong objection 


months uselessly. I think, for that reason, we 
had better fix the day by the same vote that we 
re scind the original resolution. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think the resolution in its 


original form is, perhaps, the best we can do: to 
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rescind the previous resolution, and to postpone | 


the adjournment until the 28th or 30th. 
that very much to the day indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. Il should be glad to know of 
the Senator from Virginia, whether he made a 
motion oronly asuggestion about ashorter period. 


I prefer 


Did the Senator from Virginia move to amend the | 


resolution ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not recollect whether I 
made the motion or not; but 1 suggested that I 
thought we could get through by Thursday. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'T. Does the Senator 
now move to amend the resolution ? 


Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question | 
is on the resolution offered by the Senator from 


Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
ate to consider first whether we are to pay atten- 
tion to any other subject than the appropriation 
bills. If we are to confine our attention to the 
appropriation bills, then, | say, the Committee on 
l‘inance may very properly indicate to us a day 
on which we can adjourn; and with that view, | 
should be ready to accept their suggestion. If 
we are to proceed to legislation, such as has been 
suggested, on the revenue system of the country, 
then I should think it quite improper to fix a day 
which would leave us embarrassed by terminating 
the discussion just at the moment we were likely 
to reach something useful. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We may as well have 
this question distinctly understood all around as 
to what the real question is and what the real dif- 
ficulty will be. \ 
we cannot get through with the ordinary business 
by Monday. It is therefore necessary to extend 
the time somewhat. A portion, undoubtedly, of 
the Senators would like to extend it sufficiently 
far to take up and consider the question of the 
tariff in all its extent, and act upon it. 
that, it is perfectly manifest that we have not 
only got to extend the session days, but weeks; 
ae the Senators who are in favor of that, of 
whom I am one, would be undoubtedly for con- 


I suppose we have in the Sen- | 


lt is now perfeetly manifest that | 
| thin Senate. 


If we do | 


tinuing the session fora very considerable period. | 


Other Senators, who do not wish to take up that 
question, but confine ourselves to business that 
we must do, will Le fora shorter period—Thurs- 
day, if that is all that is necessary; and | suppose 
itis. IL agree with the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance upon that subject. We can get 


through with the ordinary business by Thursday. | 


With the extraordinary business we cannot get | 


through even by Monday week, in my judgment, 


und we may as well understand it; because I, for | 


one, will not agree to take up that question of the | 


I take 


tariff without going into it thoroughly. 


no bill on that subject except on my own exam- || 


ination, 
tion and revision; which | am prepared to give it, 
so far as I am able. 

Now, then, there is no difficulty in settling that 
question, according to the intention of the Senate 


on this proposition,at all. The Senator from Mas- || 


sachusetts moves to rescind the resolution in re- 
gard to the adjournment, and to fix aday. The 
Senator from Virginia suggests that an extension 
until Thursday will be long enough, in his judg- 
ment. He is opposed to taking up other business, 
further than that necessary to be done. Now, 


sir, itcan be settled which way the majority of 


the Senate is on the motion to fix Thursday next. 
If the majority should determine to take up other 
business, by not agreeing to that amendment, 
they can make an amendment to continue it even 
beyond Thursday week, which is the 28th. There- 
fore, there is no difficulty in acting uponit. We 
can act upon the proposition to amend this reso- 
lution, made by the Senator from Virginia, and 


precisely on this resolution, and ascertaining what 
is the sense of the Senate on that question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I have taken 

| no part in this discussion, because I knew, from 

|) all that was done yesterday, that it is impractica- 


if that carries, we have simplified the question | 
thus far, so far as this body is cencerned. There | 
is no difficulty in meeting the whole question | 


It will require a great deal of examina- | 
1 5 


| cient and produce something. 
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by the other side of the House. If gentlem, 
there are disposed to change the revenue 
all, they can doit. Without their aid, w: 
nothingatall. If we do nothing but the ordiy., 
business, and work as we usually do at the elng 


over 


of the session, I have no doubt that we es 
journ next Monday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CAMERON, I think we can. I wit), 
in addition, that [am willing to sit any lene:) , 
time. I will sit here until December next, if 
tlemen on the other side will go to work 
deliberate on this question of the ri venue, w 
the purpose of passing a bill. I do not car 
long we sit here if they will do that. The | 
they remain, the more I shall do for my cogs. 
uents. I do not believe, however, that any 
is going to come out of this question for us, 

I said before, the whole matter is in the hands , 

the majority, and they are not disposed, and | fia, 
do not intend, to give us any bill ‘at all; byt | 
shall vote for the longest day to sit here, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not agree with () 
gentleman who has just taken his seat, if | yy 
derstood him aright, in the importance of actiyo 
upon the tariff question this session. [am agains; 
it; but if we are torescind this resolution, I wo 
rather the adjournment should be postponed | 
laterday than Thursday, for this reason: we know 
thatat the beginning of next week, for some ¢ 
there will be a political convention near ber 
session. <A similar convention drew away anum- 
ber of our members some weeks ago. This be- 
ing nearer, will probably make the Senate thi 
and every Senator knows that the last two orth 
days of every session embrace more impo 
votesthan any others. Now, if we can get through 
by Monday, [ shall be glad of it; but if noi, | 
would rather not attempt to adjourn on Thurs- 
day, for [| take it some of those gentlemen will hy 
absent who were absentbefore, and we shall hiay 
the most important questions decided witha very 
Therefore, 1 would rather have | 
a week later—say Wednesday or Thursday 
next week. We may get every thing up ly i 
middle of next week with a full Senate; bu 
four or five days it will not be full. This willg 
ern my vote. I may vote for a resolution f 
longer day than Thursday, if it is rescinded; but 
I would not vote to rescind it for Thursday on|; 

Mr. HALE. We have adjourned once, ast! 
Senator from North Carolina has said, for the ben- 
efit of a Democratic convention that was hold 
at Charleston, and it resulted in a perfect bot 
nothing was done. [Laughter.] 1 am not | 
giving them another adjournment, unless I have 
some reliable security that they will be more o% 
{[Laughter.} VW 
had our convention and did not ask any adjourn- 
ment; did nottake any. So I think, on the mai- 
ter of adjournment, there is nothing to be said. 

I do want to say a single word in reference to 
another matter which has been alluded to, : 
that is the discussion of this tariff question. 
there was any prospect of any practical re: 
growing out of that, | would do as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] says li 
would, sit here just exactly as long as was ne- 
cessary, until next December if necessary, to per- 
fect a bill. But,sir, lam going to take this thing 
just exactly as itis, and neither intend to be gam- 


Vs 


/moned myself, nor to be made an instrument 10 


gammcning anybody else. I look upon itas 4 


_ settled question, that we cannot pass that tariil 


bill, and that all that can be done will be long 
speeches made upon one side or the other, end 
the result will be, when we come to a vote, tal 
we shall be just exactly where we are now—W: 
shall get no tariff. Now, sir, I say the best, the 
most judicious, the most patriotic course, will bi 
for those gentlemen that want to ventilate them- 
selves on the tariff to go home and do it before 
their constituents, where they will have, provo- 
bly, some chance of producing some practical 
results; but I think he is a vain man, if there !s 
such a one in this Senate, who will get up and 
make a speech with the idea of producing ary 
impression upon the impervious ranks of that De- 
mocracy that controls the destinies of this Senat 

I look upon the. result as fixed. I look up 
it that we cannot possibly control or comm 
more than twenty-seven votes in favor of Uy bil 
which a majority of this side wants to pass. It 


|| ble to carry a tariff. That is to be determined || is some time since I paid much attention to fig- 
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- but when I did study arithmetic, | never 





oa any mode by which twenty-seven could 
count thirty-five, and from there up; and as 
: ‘< it is certain that there is a majority of 
tnt or ten against any practical modificatiog of 
‘)o tariff at this session, | am notin faver of hold- 
«out false hopes to the country that, by sitting 
here and talking, we can produce a different re- 
a. | do not believe it. L concur entirely with 
the views presented by the Senator from Penn- 


vyivania on this side—the thing is settled; and as 
jong as it 18 settled, it is not worth while to hold 
out illusive hopes to the country that a different 
result can be brought about. 1 do not believe it. 
sot believe, If we were to sit here and talk 
aver long, it would alter this state of things. 
if gentlemen Want issues to the country, we have 
or enough of them. The idea that there is any 
issue, as the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
eotte said, on Kansas, on the homestead bill, or 
any of those questions—why, sir, there is really 
no more issue relating to them than there is rela- 
ting to Noah’s flood 
they are matters of history; they are not, so far 
as practical legislation this session is concerned, 


[dot 


living issucs. Nl 
in every form in which they could be brought, 
and we have been voted down, and we shall be 
yoted down, 

Mr. BIGLER rose. 

Mr. HALE. 1 feel for my friend over there. 
My friend from Pennsylvania, on that side, bears 
a strong resemblance to one of the early preachers 
of Christianity, in standing up for a tariff on ehat 

de. He is literally like the voice of one crying 
in the wilderness. [Laughter.] L respect his mo- 
tives, and I pity his condition. [Laughter.] But, 
sir, the practical truth is just as [ tell him; and, 


S 


They are with the past; | 


We have tried and voted for them | 


under these etreumstances, I feel inclined to fol- | 
low the practical wisdom of the chairman of the | 


Committee on Finance, on this subject, and shall 
vote for Thursday. 

Mr. BIGLER. The argument of my friend 
from New Hampshire is somewhat extraordinary. 
i havesupposed him to be deeply concerned about 
3 
subject of the tariff. 
that side indicated great solicitude, and especially 
my colleague, about it; and I must confess to 
you, sir, Lam not able to comprehend their posi- 
tion this morning. I know no way of ‘accom- 
plishing this desirable end except by taking the 
bill up and considering it. The Senator from 
New Hampshire ts not at liberty to prejudge 
this case, 
has announced that nothing can be done. It is 
certainly very clear, that the Senators on that 
side of the question cannot pass a bill alone with 
my vote only; but nothing has occurred to make 
itconclusive that there are not Senators on this 

side of the Chamber who feel that there is a ne- 
cessity for a revision of the tariff, and who are 
willing to go into that subject. IL hope that the 
wish of my friend from New Hampshire has not 
been father to the thought which he has given us; 
that he really desires to discuss this question be- 
fore the people, rather than here where we can 
get practical legislation. 

Now, Mr. President, I think the Senate and 
the country will bear me witness that, often as 
this question has been brought be‘ore us, | never 
have once attempted to draw it into the ordinary 
pose issues of the day. I said yesterday, and 

say to-day, | desire to consider it as a business 
question, as a question of revenue, and as a ques- 
tion afecting the great industrial interests of the 
country, calmly and deliberately. 
no force whatever in the suggestion that we can- 
hot consider this question and dispose of it at this 
session. We have any time we please to take; 
and those Senators, like myself, who are very 
anxious for the full and deliberate consideration 
of this subject, it seems to me, have no other 
course than to vote for the longest time we can 
get. 

_ Then, sir, let us have the settlement of the ques- 
tion. The Senator from Virginia, on behalf of 
the committee, has given us notice that he will 
present a motion for postponement. On that we 
shall have a decision. Now, I differ from the 
Senator from New Hampshire, as weil as from 
my colleague, as to what wiil be the result of the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. I believe 
that motion will fail, and that this subject will be 


he great industrial interests of the country on the | 
Indeed all the Senators on 


THE 


»xefore the Senate for practical legislation. 


say at the same time, in all candor, to the Sen- | 


ators on the other side, that they have reason to 
think that they are correct in this conclusion. 
There have been no indications favorable to the 
result which we desire; but, sir, | think I have 


reason for the faith which is in me, that when | 


this question of postponing this subject is before 
the Senate it will be defeated, and we shall find it 
before us for practical legislation and final de- 
cision, 

Mr. CAMERON. My colleague seems to be 
under the impression that I desire to vote for the 
shortest time. 

Mr. BIGLER.. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. The course of his argument 
was so. I repeat now, I shall vote for the long- 
est day to extend this session. I do not, how- 


ever, believe, as my colleague seems to do, that | 


there is the slightest chance of doing anything | 


| here in regard to the tariff. We had the question 


| done so hitherto, and will do so hereafter. 


| tlemen want to go to the 


I do not know by what epee he |) 


I say there is 


| ine its details and we can settle it. 


| two or three or four votes. 


nearly before us yesterday upon ingrafting a loan 
bill on the appropriation bill ‘There was but one 
vote against that proposition on the other side, 
and that was the vote of my colleague. As to his 
sincerity L have no doubt; but as to his judgment 
in this matter, I have no confidence in it. He will 
fail to give any support there except two or three 
votes. | will remain here with him as long asany 
one will remain in the Senate, if that question is 
broughtup. Itis one entirely in the hands of the 
Democratic party. There will be no change in 
the tariff until the Democratic party ceases to 
have a majority in this House, It is not their 
volicy. They are not apt to give up their cher- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


Iwill || The PRESIDING OFFICER. To ins 


ished policies for the salre of expediency, nor for 1 
the sake of benefiting the Opposition party or | 
benefiting the country. Their line of policy ts tn | 


favor of the great agricultural interests of the 
South, which they think are adverse to ours. 
They control the legislation for that purpose, have 


I re- | 


peat again, my colleague will get, on his side of | 


the Chamber, when this quesUon comes up, only 
Itis true this motion 
of the Senator from Virginia may be voted down, 
and the day extended; but it will be because gen- 
jaltimore convention, 
and then come back and finish business. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If this resolution should 
be laid on the table, 1t ean be taken up to-morrow 
or the next day, and we shall then see the prog- 
ress we make. I therefore move to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. WILSON. 
draw the motion a single moment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. Before that motion is made, 
I wish to say a single word in reply to a remark 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire. ‘The 
Senator speaks of making up issues. Now, sir, 


|| I want to be distinctly understood. I want to see 


this revenue question settled without any refer- 
ence whatever to party issues. I believe the great 
interests of this country have been sacrificed for 
years by bringing this revenue question, which 
is purely and simply a business question, into the 
politics of the country. The House-have passed 
a bill. I think in four or six days we can exam- 
We can gt t 


business done by the 28th. 


In regard to the Kansas question, as an issue, | 
| Leare nothing about it, 


Kansas comes here and 


| asks admission. ‘The interests of those people re- 
| quire that they should be admitted. [want to see 





them admitted into this Upion. I do not know 
that we haveanything politically to gain by taking 
votes or making an issue here upon it. 1 want 
time, therefore, for the purpose of considering 
those two great questions. In regard to the ques- 
tion of an overland mail, it is a question of the 
connection of our Pacific and Atlantic coasts—a 
question for the general interests of the country, 
and I do not see any party issues in that. 

Now, sir, I wish to say distinctly, that in pro- 
posing this day—the 26th—it is not for the pur- 
pose of making up issues; but it is for the pur- 
pose of taking time to settle questions that are 
important to the interests of the whole coun- 
try. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
rick in the chair.) ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. WIGFALL. What is that? 


I hope the Senator will with- | 
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ert 
Thursday the 2lst, 

Mr. BIGLER. I thought the Senator from Vir- 
vinia had withdrawn that, 
~ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 had not offered an amend- 
ment. I indicated Thursday as a day by which 
we could get through; but | am not aware that I 
offered any amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I move thatamendment, to strike 
out the 28th and insert Thursday, the 2ist. 

Mr. WILSON. I will suggest to the Senator 
from New Hampshire to make it one week at 
least; thet is a week from Monday. 

Mr. EFL ALE. 1 will agree to that. 
the 25th. 

Mr. DAVIS. I submit to the Senate whether 
we had not better go on until Saturday morning, 
and by that time we can decide how nearly we 
have completed the necessary labor of the session, 
If then an extension be necessary, weean make it: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 
The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 24, nves 20. 
Mr. YULEE. Is it in order now to move a 
postponement of the further consideration of the 
resolution ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. YULEE. I move that the further consid- 
eration of the resolution be postponed until twelve 
o’elock on Saturday next, 
| ‘The motion was not acreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the resolution, as amended. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


I will say 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. Now I suppose the appro- 
priation bill is the unfinished business in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That, being 
the unfinished business, is now before the Senate. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (EL. R. No. 339) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 39, 
1861, the pending question being on the anend- 
| ment offered by Mr. Sepastian, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, to insert as a new sec- 
tion the following: ° 


For carrying into effect the award of the Senate, made 
March 9, 1859, pursuant to the eleventh article of¢ne treaty 
with the Choctaws of June 22, 1855, $2,382,560 83. So 
much thereof as shall be uecessary for the payment of the 
claims which, by the twelfth article of the said treaty, the 
Choctaws have assumed to pay, and of such other liabilities 
of the tribe as the proper authorities thereof shall ascertain 
and determine to be just, shall, oa their requisition, be paid 
over to them at such times and in such manner as they 
shall request; and the balance remaining, after satisfying 
such claims and liabilities, shall be held in trust for the ben- 
efit of the Choctaws, according to the provisions of the 
thirteenth article of the said treaty. 

Mr. CLARK. Iwas making some remarks 
upon this amendment at the time the Senate ad- 
journed last evening; and, with the permission of 
| the Senate, | will go on and state the views of the 
| committee in regard to that amendment. I will 
not enter into a history of the transactions be- 
tween the Choctaws and the United States out of 
which it grows, but I will simply confine myself 
to what has been the action of the Government 
since the treaty of 1855. | am requested by the 
| Senator from lowa (Mr. Grimes} to do it, that 
| Senators may understand something more in re- 
gard to it. If that be the pleasure of Senators, I 
will proceed to do so very briefly. 

In 1830, Mr. President, at the treaty between 
the Choctaws and the United States at Dancing 
Rabbit creek, so called, the Government set apart 
for the Indians, or ceded to the Choctaw Indians 
| west of the Mississippt river, fifteen million acres 
of land. The Choctaws at that time ceded to the 
United States ten million acres of land on the 
eastern side of the Mississippi. In that same 
treaty the Government made certain reservations 
of land for the benefit of the Indians out of that 
| lafid on the eastern side of the Mississippi, which 
| they were permitted to occupy, if they chose. 
There was also a provision in that treaty for the 
removal of the Indians to the westerly side of the 
| Mississippi. In the year 1837, the Chickasaw 

tribe of Indians and the Choctaws made a treaty 
| between themselves, by which the Choctaws ceded 
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to the Chickasaws a portion of their land to the 
river. ‘The Chickasaws paid $530,000 to the Choc- 
taws fora portion of thatland. Thirty thousand 
doliars of that was paid at the time the annuities 
were paid. The $30,000 was held out of the 
Chickasaw fund by the United States for the 
Choctaws; so that the payment was made out of 
the Chickasaw reserved fund. It was a Chick- 
asaw payment with the Choctaws for land ceded 
to the Chickasaws by the Choctaws. 

There afterwards arose a division between the 
Chickasaws and the Choctaws in regard to their 
boundary. In 1855 the United States on the one 
part, the Chickasaw nation on the other, and the 
Choctaw nation on the other, made a tripartite 
treaty, by which a new division was had of the 
lands between the Chickasaws and the Choctaws. 
The Choctaws ceded to the United States their 
land west of the hundredth meridian, and also 
leased to the United Statesa strip of land between 
the ninety-eighth and one hundredth meridians, 
for the purpose of another Indian tribe. The 
Chickasaws agreed to pay to the Choctaws an 
additional sum of $150,000; and the United States 
agreed to pay to the Choctaws, for the strip of 
land which they had ceded, and the lease of the 
land between the ninety-eiwhth and one hundredth 
parallels, $600,000. One hundred thousand dollars 
was to be paid then, and $500,000 of that money 
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was to be preserved tn trust for them; so that the 


Government of the United States had in trust for 
the Choctaws $500,000, which was paid by the 
Chickasaws under the treaty of 1837. They had 
in trust $500,000 more paid to them, or agreed to 
be paid to them by the United States under the 
treaty of 1855, making $1,000,000 which the Uni- 


ted States held in trust for the Choctaw nation at | 


this time. 
Now, under the tre aty of 1830, the Choctaws 
had contended that they ought to have the benefit 


of the sale of the landson the eastern side of the | 


Mississippi, on account of the reservations that | 


had been made to them which they had not occu- 
pied. ‘That treaty provided that there should be 
a reservation for the Indians out of those lands. 


Lhe tndians did not choose to occupy a reserva- || 


uon, and asked the United States to pay them the 
vet proceeds. 
States agreed with the Choctaw nation that that 
question, whether they should have the net pro- 
ceeds of the land, should be submitted to the Uni- 
ted States as an arbiter. The Senate of the United 


States undertook that arbitration, and on the 9th | 


By the treaty of 1855, the United | 


day of March, 1859, they passed this resolution: | 
* Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds of | 


the sales of such lands as have been sold by the United 
States up tothe Ist day of January last, (1859)"— 

The Senate resolved that they should have the 
wroceeds a year ago. ‘They acted as arbitrators 
vetween the Choctaws and the United States 
under that treaty, and decided they should have 
the benefits of those lands— 

* deducting therefrom the costs of their survey and sale 


and all proper expenditures and payments under said treaty, 
excluding the reservations allowed and secured’’*— 


Those which they had taken up— 


* and estimating the scrip issued iu licu of reservations’’— | 


Which was fifty cents an acre— 





“at the rate of $1 25 peracre ; and, further, that they be also | 


allowed said twelve aud a half cents tor the residue of said 
lands.’’ 


Now, | want to remark here, that we have sold 
about seven million acres of that land; we have 


got on hand, or devoted to swamp and railroad | 


een four milhon more. 
ndians ten cents for surveying it, and allowed 


them twelve and a half cents; and all they get out | 


of the four million acres is two and a half cents 
per acre. We charged them ten cents for survey- 
ing, and after deducting that and the lands re- 
served for railroad purposes, we allowed them 
twelve and a half cents, making out in their favor 
but two anda half cents. At the same time the 
Secretary of the Interior was directed to cause an 
account to be stated with the Choctaws, so that 
we might know what the proceeds of the land 
were; and the Secretary of the Interior has gone 
on to state his account. Here is a leone statement 
which has been furnished Senators of this account. 
The Choctaws are credited with the lease of the 
lands; they are charged with the survey; they are 
eharged with their removal to lands west; they 
are charged with all the items of the expenditures 
necessa.*y and proper to that account; and the Sec- 


We charged the | 








| money now, or whether we shall delay it? 
said that the appropriation bill is not the proper 


retary of the Interior states the balance thus: net 
proceeds of the lands soid, $7,556,568 05. The 
residue of the lands unsold being four million one 
hundred and seventy-six thousand three hundred 
and seventy-four and four one hundredth acres, 
attwelve and a half cents, amounts to $522,046 75; 
making the account upon that side, $8,078,614 80. 


He then goes on to charge the Choctaws with the | 


various articles under the treaty, and he finds that 
account to stand as maney paid out for the Choc- 
taws, $5,097,367 50, leaving, as he states the ac- 
count, a balance of $2,981,247 30. 

In the examination of this subject, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs thought, on a conference with 
the Secretary of the Interior, that he had not stated 
this matter fully. Forinstance: the United States 
had paid to the State of Mississippi five per cent., 
or six, on this whole amount in lieu of taxation, 
and that should have been charged to the Indians. 
The committee also thought that the land that had 
been reserved under the swamp act, so called, and 
for railroad purposes, should not be allowed to 
the Indinns; that they should not be paid any- 
thing forthem, ard the committee proceeded to de- 
duct that, and they found there should be a further 
deduction of $664,424 13, leaving the amount in 


favor of the Indians as reported in this amend- | 


ment at $2,332,560 83. 

Now, the point under discussion last evening 
when the Senate adjourned, was this: the Sen- 
ator from Georgia {Mr. ‘loomss] did not say, 
though he made the query, whether the $500,000 


| paid by the Chickasaws to the Choctaws for a 


portion of that land, should not have also been 
charged to the Choctaws and deducted. But the 
answer to that is, that the United States never 
paid them $500,000. It was no payment of theirs. 
It was a payment of $500,000 by the Chickasaws 
for lands ceded them by the Choctaws. The Gov- 
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| to do but to pay the money, or provide for jx; It 
| appropriates it to be held in reserve from the 
| Choctaws. 


It seems to me, Sir, it is emine, tly 
proper that we put it upon this appropriation bill 
It will be borne in mind, and seen readily, that | 
do not go here into the propriety of that award 
The Senate have made the award. They mag, 
a year ago,and passed the resolution. | look yyoy 
that as so far concluded that I am not disposed 
to go inte itnow. 1 take it for granted that j; ; 
to be settled in that way, until the Senate reyerg. 
that action. The committee were not inclined to 
reverse it. [do not know but what they belieyeg 


8 


| it fully to be right. We were justified in takine 


|| ball. 


| 


ernment had nothing to do with it, except to hold | 


it in reserve, and this very treaty of 1855, after 
providing for the arbitration of the Senate of the 
United States, goes on ta provide this: 


* And the funds now held by the United States for the | 


benefit of the Choctaws, under former treaties or other- 
wise, shall continue to be so held.’ 


The treaty itself, after providing for the arbi- 
tration, provides that $500,000 which the Chick- 


| asaws had paid should sull be held in trust by 
| the United States for the Choctaws; and now they 
| say they want to deduct it as a payment made by | 
| the United States, when the very treaty guaran- 


ties that the United States shall hold it. Then, 
as a further fund, they want to deduct $600,000 
paid for the lease of land to the United States. 
[he Choctaws ceded the land west of the one 
hundredth meridian, and they leased the land be- 
tween the ninety-eighth and one hundredth me- 
ridian, for which the Government agree’ to pay 


them $600,000; and now the United States, it is | 


proposed, should charge them that in payment, 


when this very treaty provides that $100,000 of | 


that $600,000 should be paid in cash and the other | 
$500,000 should be held in reserve. The treaty | 
| reads thus: 
** And the funds now held in trust by the United States | 


for the benefit of the Choctaws, under former treaties or | 
| otherwise, shall continue to be so held, together with the | 


sum of $500,000, out of the payment to them, under arti- 
cles eighth and tenth of this agreement.’ 


This agreement provides that $500,000 shall | 


still be held so; but here is the point: 


* And also whatever balance shall remain, if any, of the 
amount that shall be allowed the Choctaws by the Senate, 
under the twellth article herein, alter satistying the just 
liabilities of the tribe.”’ 


This treaty provides that if the Senate allow 
them for the proceeds of the lands, they shall pay 


| the liabilities of the tribe in the first instance in 
| cash, so that they may be out of debt; and then | 


the balance shall be held in trust for the Choc- 
taws; $500,000 under the Chickasaw treaty, and 


| $500,000 for the land ceded by them to the United 
| States; and then the balance of this land added to 
| it, to be held in trust for them after paying their 


liabiliues. ‘That is the whole of it. 
The question arises whether we shall pay this 
It is 


place for it. Lecontend, Mr. President, it is just 

the place for it. We have passed the award; we 

have taken the account; we have settled the ac- 

count so far as the committee can settle it; that 

is, under the disposition of the Senate; and now, 

when the amount is settled, what more have we 
< 





i 
| 





itas the award of the Senate under ‘this ty, aty 
that that amount should be fixed; and we hay, 
fixed it, and now ask an appropri ution that the 
Choctaws may have the benefit of it. : 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 merely wish to say jy po. 
gard to this amendment, that | have had no ti 
to examine it, and do not understand it, |; is 
evidently a complicated matter; one which ye. 
quires invesugation. | think that is reason enous) 
for saying it should not go on the appropriation 
As | said last night, it seemed to me very 
important to keep this bill clear of all other amend. 
ments with the loan bill we have put upon it | 
think, though, it is reason enough to vote agains: 
it, that we have not had time to Investigate it and 
see what it is. That it isa complicated matte, 
we all must see, from the discussion had on it. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me to require less 
invesugation than almost any amendment the 
has been proposed. We have made a treaty wit) 
these two tribes of Indians, which treaty has bee 
sent to the Senate and ratified by a two-thirds vote, 
of course, in order to be ratified at all. To be sure | 


| do not recollect the treaty, nor whether | voted fo 


it or against it in executive session; but it cer- 
tainly received the votes of two thirds of the Senay 

That treaty contained a clause pledging the faith 
of the Government to refer a certain controversy 
to arbitration, and the Indians agreed that th 
Senate themselves should be the arbitrator. Now, 
if there ever was a one-sided bargain entirely fi 

the United States, that was it. We first mad 
the treaty with them, and we appointed ourselves 
judges in our own case. Then on the 9th o! 
March, 1859—I was not present on that occasion, 
but | find it in the Globe as well as on the Jour- 
nal—the Committee on Indian Affairs having 
made a report before, and a printed resolution, 
called it up, and after discussion, the Senate unan- 
imously fixed and decided the principles of tly 
award, and ordcred the Commissioner of India 

Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior to bring 
us the results. 

Now, what more could we have? Why, sir, 
if it were between two individuals, the party | 
whose favor the award was made would go t 
the next term of the county court, and he woul 
have an attachment or execution against goods, 
chattels, and lands. It is foreclosed; we canno 
alterit. Itisa judgment. Itis the judgment w 
gave. The faith of the Government is concerned 
in it; and I say, whether the award was righit 01 
wrong, Whether the treaty was right or wrong, 
it would be a flagrant and shameless breach o! 
our treaty stipulations with these poor Indian 
for us now to refuse to carry the treaty and thr 


| award into effect. | wish it were noi $2,500,000; 


but be it $50,000,000, it does not become us as 
grown men, as Senators, after we have gone 0 
through the treaty, and through the award to 1x 
the amount, then, because it isa large amount, lo 
say we will put it off. The treaty stipulates that 
it shall be paid, and how it shall be paid, exacty 
I think we are to issue bonds for part of it; an il 
was about to call the attention of the Senatortrom 
Arkansas to the fact that perhaps his amendmen 
would want some perfection to carry out ti 
twelfth and thirteenth articles of the treaty. 
But, sir, | was struck very much by an obs«r- 
vation or two of the Senator from Georgia, (M°. 
Toomss,] last evening; and I was very glad Uv 
Senate adjourned, for I took the pains to go back 
and read all these treaties, and ‘read them care- 
fully. I never had read them before, As I said, 
I did not recollect whether I voted to ratify | 
treaty of 1855 or not, and I was not in the Se! 
when the award of 1859 was made; but a’ 
reading all these treaties over—commencing W! 
the treaty of 1820, negotiated by General Jackso" 
and General Hinds, on the part of the United 
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States, With this tribe; then the treaty of 1825, 
»ewotiated by Mr. Calhoun, Secretary of War, 
with the tribe; and the treaty of 1830, which, 1 


| 


think, was also negotiated by the Secretary of | 


War, General Eaton, and some other commis- 
sioner—I cannot arrive at any other conclusion 
hut that the award is right. ‘To be sure, itis not 
expressed in the treaty of 1830, with all the clear- 
ness of an official document, that the Choctaws 
were to have the net proceeds of the lands over 


and above the expenses and the reservations; but | 


no man can take the whole treaty together, by its 
epulations, and the treaties that preceded it, and 


thi preamble to it, and the circumstances under | 
whieh it was made, and come to any other con- 


clusion. Why, sir, among other things, it says, 
in express terms: 

“That in the construction of this treaty, wherever well- 
founded doubt shall arise, it shall be construed most favor- 
ably towards the Choctaws.”’ 

Now, if there be even a doubt upon the treaty 
of 1830, they are entitled to the benefitof the doubt. 
{[t seems they made a continual claim of it from 
that day down to 1855; but even in the treaty of 
1855 the Government merely says she is not pre- 
pared to admit the whole claim, but she will refer 


it to the Senate of the United States as the arbiter. || 
The Senate has heard it; the Senate has awarded | 
it. If it was witha foreign Government, we would 


pay it, or expect actual hostilities. If the Indians 
attempt hostilities with us, | suppose the only rem- 
edy is to kill as many of them as we can. I think 
we ought to pay the money. It may be that we 
could have made better treaties in the past with 
the Choctaws. Ido not know. I never was much 
in favor of treaties. . I believe I have voted for 
precious few of them. Itis a treaty, and our faith 
is pledged; and for myself, although I think it a 
very large amount, I shall vote for the amendment, 
uuless au explanation against it is given to me. 

Mr. HUNTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HUNTER. I willgive way to the Senator 
from Arkansas. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 





By the courtesy of the 


Senator from Virginia, I will indulge myself in a | 


few remarks only. 


Shige ; ; 
The Senator from Ohio has made so clear and 


logical a statement, and in such brief terms, that 
it ls searecly necessary for me to do anything 
more than to epitomize what he has said. 

The Senator from Virginia has said that this is 
acomplicated claim. On the contrary, it is one 
of the most simple questions in the world. He 
has stated that he has not had time to examine it. 
That, Mr. President, is his own fault. 1 do not 
understand that every proposition for the expend- 
iture or the appropriation of money must neces- 


sarily go through the alembic of the Committee | 


on Finance before it can pass this Senate. On 


the contrary, sir, there are other committecs con- | 





stituted here with their settled and well-defined | 


jurisdiction, who are supposed to be as compe- 
tent to decide matters intrusted to them as the 


| 


FFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRES 


FRIDAY, JUNE 15, 1860. 


| . a . . 
| of the treaty of 1830 with the Choctaws, He 


made a fair, a plausible, and a legitimate argu- 
ment, which would have been very appropriate 
if he had been occupying a seat at the council 
table of the committee, instead of occupying 
his place on the floor of the Senate; but the very 
question on which he was arguing last night— 
and in favor of which, I must say, he made a very 


| able argument—has been ruled adversely by the 


Senate, and is all compassed, determine@ and 
finally settled adversely to the views of that Sen- 
ator, by the final award of the Senate, made at 
the executive session in March, 1859. Of course 
we cannot go back beyond that period. The 
award of the Senate upon that occasion stated that 
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the Choctaws should have a settlement with the | 


United States upon certain principles; and to 
ascertain a mere question of dollars and cents, 


which was all that remained, they called upon the | 
| Secretary of the Interior to furnish us his report; 


and he hasdone so. Whatelse remains for us to 
do now but to discharge the simple obligation of 
appropriating money according to the terms of 


| the treaty? 1 know and can conceive of no plainer 
obligation on the Government than to discharge | 
the payment of that money. [tis anaward. The || 


United States Government and the Choctaws 
agreed to refer to the august tribunal, the United 
States Senate,the determination of these ques- 
tions: and they have determined them. Why, 
therefore, go back behind that award, which is of 
so recent date as March, 1859? These are ques- 
tions which ought not to have been brought up; 


| this thing? 


they are considerations which ought to have been | 


determined upon the report of the committee on 
the justice of the case. That is determined. It 


is a foregone conclusion—an accomplished fact; || 


and we cannot now go behind it. 
Why, Mr. President, I would as soon expect, 
and 1 would as soon think, it legitimate for a Sen- 


the obligation of Congress to discharge its plain 
treaty obligations on the ground that the treaty 
ought never to have been made. That is the very 


question that is involved here. What boots it to || 
us that the treaty of 1855 might have been inex- | 


pedient? We ratified it. 
it make to us that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may have made an incorrect or erroneous state- 


| ment of the case? It was the exercise of our best 


Committee on Finance, upon aquestion peculiarly || 


erteinteg tothem. The committee of this body 
laving jurisdiction of such matters, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, have had this subject under 
consideration, and tliink they understand it. If 


itis complicated in the mind of the Senator from | 


‘irginia, itis not complicated in the minds of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. What question, 
Mr. President, is ever sifted by every member of 
the Senate before it can be decided? Is no faith 


to be given at all to the different committees? | 


Are we | 


Are their — to receive no credit? 
forever to be investigating subjects after they 
‘ave become final; and when they are decided to 
be final by measures which are definitive in their 
character? Are we forever to be tolerated in the 
liberty, the license, of going behind the records, 
and opening up to new discussions and new in- 
VesUgations those questions which have received 
&final determination ? 

I said this question was without complication, 
and I will state why. The Sena‘or from Geor- 
514, last evening, went back upon the construction 
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| tion is narrowed down. 


judgment; and it has been sanctioned by solemn 
act of the Senate, and is irrepealable. ou can- 
not go back any further. ‘The time is past for 


the discussion of these things. The time has gone | 
by when you could open up the subject by those || 


What difference does | 


| put upon this bill, because it seemed to me — 


considerations. We have stated these questions; || 


and they cannot be rediscussed again. 
familiar old maxim, that it is for the good of the 
State that there should be an end to discussion 


and litigation. We have arrived precisely at that | 


period now. This matter has been settled by a 
proceeding, determined td a process, which you 
cannot repeal without violating the obligation of 
contracts. Do Senators expect here that they are 
to plant themselves upon the naked ground of re- 
pudiation, in order to avoid or evade the obliga- 
tion of this treaty? I hope not. 

I think, sir, itis very evident that gentlemen 


on the other side have not seen, they have not | 


appreciated in how small a compass this ques- 
It is repudiation or no 
repudiation; the paying of an acknowledged debt, 
or the suspending and evading of payment, sim- 


ply for the want of means or want of time. It is || 


a very plain question. The discussions which 
have gone out upon this have been made compli- 
cated from the fact that they have gone upon 1m- 
material issues. That kind of complication makes 
no difficulty in the case, and ought not to make 
any at all, 
can see no purpose that can be achieved, I 
know of no object that can be accomplished by 
ostponing or putting off this evil day, if it may 
be considered so in the minds of other Senators. 
It is a plain and acknowledged obligation, and the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in the Senate have 
even gone far, they have strained a point, to re- 


It is a | 
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duce the magnitude of chis debt. After all, there 
is not one cent left in the Treasury of the United 
States, that we have been compelled to expend 
for this nation of Indians by which we are losing. 
We only regard ourselves as trustees for this 
amount by our plain understanding of the case. 
We refused to make a speculation upon a weak 
nation whom we robbed and plundered, whose 
lands we took contrary to the stipulations of the 
treaty; and could common honesty have required 
less than that we should pay the net proceeds 
on the sales of those lands which we had taken 
in defiance and right in the teeth of the plain stip- 
ulations of the treaty? [tis a bare business trans- 
action of settlement of account which has been 
adjusted. How can we go behind it? There were 
no ‘errors excepted” inthis case. [twas referred 
toa tribunal of our own selection, a branch of 
our own Government, and the magnitude of the 
claim and facts of the case, contained ina printed 
report, were spread before the Senate at the time 
when the report of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs was sanctioned by the Senate. Attention 
was called to the fact, and explanation made by 
the chairman of the committee then. 

Who, therefore, can pretend to be ignorant of 
It is not one of those large claims 
which has stolen upon us, and got higher by im- 
perceptible degrees. It has marked its progress 
at every stage by printed reports and records, by 
debates and discussions in the Senate; and no one 
ought to say now it is a question not understood 
by the Senate. Sir, it is rarely the case that we 
understand everything that passes the Senate. 
Much goes here sub silentio; which goes upon the 
faith of others. A still larger amount of business 
is done upon the faith and credit of committees. 
That committee which reported this measure has 
done nothing behind the bush, nothing in the dark. 


| [t progressed regularly, according to the ordinary 
ator upon this floor to rise in his seat and dispute | 


rules of legislation here, and exhibited everything 
it had done; and now we are bound, and ¢ think 
conclusively bound, by the final adjudication of 
the Senate on the 9th of March last. Iam sure 
this question would not be so complicated if it 
was understood to be within so small a compass. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Arkansas has argued this question as if I 
objected to it because it had not been sent to the 
Committee on Finance. I am sure I made nosuch 
question. The Committee on Finance never de- 
sired it tobe sent there. LT objected to it as being 


tion of that magnitude that ought to have been 
brought up as a separate measure. Now, sir, if 
he will bring up the measure as a separate meas- 
ure from his committee, Iam sure I will vote to con- 
sider it; but I say upon these bills, designed mere- 


| ly to carry out existing laws and plain obligations 


——— 


of treaty, nothing thatis complicated ought to be 
put. Can hedeny that this isacomplicated mat- 
ter of account? He and the Senator from Georgia 
disputed about it last night. Was there no diffi- 
culty in settling this question of account in the 
Department of the Interior? Is there nothing in 
the way of offsetto be arguedeo thisclaim? Does 
the Secretary decide definitively upon it? As my 
friend from Georgia says, he suggests there ts 
doubt as to $1,100,000. Under these circum- 
stances, am I making any unreasonable proposi- 
tion to ask the Senator to bring it up as aseparate 
ea and not put it upon an fa 
ill, especially one on which we already have an 
amendment so important? 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to read a single sentence 
| from a note of the Secretary of the Interior, ap- 
pended to this report. He says: 

“ Under the treaty of 1855, the Choctaws relinquished all 
their right to that portion of said tract west of the one bun 
dredth meridian, and leased that portion between the nine 


ty-eighth and one hundredth degree of west longitude, tor 
which the United States paid the sum of $600,000.” 


He states, also, that the Chickasaws, with the 
| consent of the United States, first purchased a 
| portion of this tract at $530,000, which sum the 
United States paid out of the trust belonging to 
| the Chickasaws. This is the point. If these sums 
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1830, the amount due the Choctaws will be so and 
80; but the first fund was not paid until 1837, un- 
der a treaty between the Chickasaws and Choc- 
taws, and the other was not paid until 1855, twen- 
ty-five years afterwards. How could they be paid 
under i treaty, then? They are to be paid by 


the provisions of this treaty, and have nothing to 


do with the treaty of 1830. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A single word in relation 
to this matter, for it is but a question of time. 
This debt has got to be paid, and the debtor might 
as well question the validity of a claim after judg- 
ment is rendered and execution is about to follow, 
as the Government of the United States to ques- 
tion the validity of this demand and its binding 
obligation upon their good faith. The Choctaw 
nation, who have always been the friends of the 
United States, who have never drawn a knife 
against the white man, entered into an arrange- 
ment by which they ceded their lands east of the 
Mississippi, with de exception of certain reser- 
vations. Those reservations were subsequently 
ceded; and the question has been submitted to 
the Senate of the United States fo decide what 
they shall have; and the Senate have decided that 
they shall have the net proceeds, after deducting 
all the expenses of the removal of the Indians 
and of the surveying, and that it should be re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
the amount. It has been so referred. ‘The Sec- 
retary of the Interior states the amount, and the 
simple question is whether we will pay it now, 
or whether we shall pay it at some subsequent 
time, 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of 
the Senate on it. L will simply state the question. 
If we are too poor to pay our debts, perhaps that 
would be a reason for postponing it. I under- 
stand the Choctaw nation is not suffering; I under- 
stand, so far as the nation is concerned, they are, 

) an Indian tribe, as wealthy a tribe as there is 
anywhere in America; but that is not the ques- 
tion. Itis a question resting upon the good faith 
of the United States; a question whether they 
will pay it now or postpone it until some other 
tme. I think, if it has got to be paid, we might 
just.as well meet itand pay it now as at any sub- 
Begue nt time, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have only one word to 
say about this subject, and that is this: it is put 
enurely by my friends who have argued this 
matter upon the technical ground of an award by 
the Senate, They do not pretend to go behind it 
to any very greatextent; but they say it has been 
awarded, Now, sir, | know precisely how this 
award was made. I do not say it was not made 
properly and induc form; | will noteven pretend to 
say now itwas not right; bat Ido pretend to say, 
as an award by the Senate, it was one made with- 
out any understanding of the question, so far as 
i can get at it,on the part of more than half a 
dozen Senators. I never heard of it, and I was 
here. Amendments were brought in and repre- 
sented to carry outa treaty. ‘* This is to carry 
outa treaty;’° and it passed, as we pass a good 
many things, without knowing what they are. 
Now, if l am to make an award as an individual, 
1 want to understand it; and I want an opportu- 
nity to understand it. As I look upon this mat- 
ter, we ought to investigate it thoroughly; and I 
do not consider myself bound and estopped from 
examining all qugstions because a resolution has 
passed the Senate on the subject, which resolution 
may be wrong, and which I have very great rea- 
son to believe was wrong, from what I have heard 
from the Senator from Georgia on this subject; 
but at present Ido not say. At some period of 
time I may be ready to vote for it, but at this 
period of the session, just at the end of it, on an 
appropriation bill, on the mere technical ground 
of an estoppel, | do not feel inclined to vote two 
or three million dollars. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from Maine has 
reached the real point in the case. The award 
was hasty. Like him, I think we havea perfect 
right to reconsider it and to review it, and without 
being at all chargeable with an intention to repu- 
diate any sort of obligation. We made a hasty 
award, without fully comprehending its effect. 
The matter appears to have been investigated in 


the Committee on Indian Affairs; and yet have | 


not had the good fortune to be present when it 
was thus investigated. The amount is too large 
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|The Senator from Ohio says it is a judgment. 
| Well, if it is, we have, perhaps. in his State, and 
certainly in some of the western States, what is 
called a stay of judgment; and I am disposed to 
take a stay of this case, by which we shall defer 
the payment two or three years, until we can 
look into it; and if the judgment is found to be 
errotieous, we have certainly a right to ask that 
| the court may correct the error, we ourselves be- 
| ing the court. 

Mr. PUGH. I did not intend to say more than 
to explain my vote before, and I shall not go fur- 
ther now, except to make an answer to one or 
two misapprehensions, both af the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from Indiana, in regard 
to wheat I said. I certainly did not mean to be 
understood, as the Senator from Maine says he 
understood me, as standing upon a technical 
ground, or on any ground of estoppel. An award 
is no technicality, and it is no estoppel. Itis 
of a higher force than a judgment, 1 can tell my 
friend from Indiana. It cannot be reviewed; it 
cannot be set aside, except for fraud or gross 
mistake of fact—not error of judgment, but gross 
mistake of fact—in carrying out the calculation 
on the principles adopted by the arbitrator; so 
that there is no case for a stay of judgment. We 
must either pay the money now or pay interest 
upon it. Senators need not think that if they 
put it off until next year they will get rid of it. 
They will have to pay interest upon it by every 
settled legal principle, like a judgment. 

Sut I did not mean to say either that I doubted, 
upon a fullerexamination, whether it was a proper 
claim. It was first presented last night as an 
award, and in that view I looked at it; but when 
I heard my friend from Georgia suggest there was 
a doubt about the case itself upon its merits, I 
took advantage of the time last night to read these 
treaties carefully. I said expressly, and I say it 
again, that in my judgment it is a mathematical 
demonstration; you cannot come to any other 
conclusion. The error into which the Sete 
ment scems to have fallen, as represented by the 
Senator fron Georgia, is, that the treaty of 1830 
was made because the Government of the United 


; 


States wanted the Indian lands in Mississippi; | 


that we stood in the attitude of purchasers from 
the Indians. 
Mr. TOOMBS. We did, and paid for it too. 
Mr. PUGH. The treaty stood upon no such 
consideration. The great guiding hand of the 
nature of the treaty is in its preamble. It inter- 
prets the whole of it. Here it is: 


«* Whereas the General Assembly of the State of Missis- | 


sippi has extended the laws of said State to persons and 
property within the chartered limits of the same, and the 
President of the United States has said that he cannot pro- 
tect the Choctaw people from the operation of these laws: 
Now, therefore, that the Choctaws may live under their 
own laws in peace with the United States and the State of 
Mississippi, they have determined to sell their Jands east 
of the Mississippi, and have accordingly agreed to the fol- 
lowing articles of treaty.” 


So, sir, the object of the treaty was not so much 
for us to acquire the land as it was to remove the 
Choctaw nation out of the limits of the State of 
Mississippi, because it would have brought ona 
repetition of the old controversy between the Cher- 
okees and Georgia, and would have precipitated 
the Federal Government into, perhaps, a contro- 
versy with the State of Mississippi, and, at all 
events, would have cost more money than the 
whole price of the Choctaw land. That was the 
object of the treaty; it was not to make a specu- 
lation; and throughout all the clauses of the treaty 
that appeared. We paid them the most reasona- 
ble sums for their improvements; we purchased 
their cattle, where they were in Mississippi, and 
agreed to pay money for removing them to their 
own hunting grounds. We did not, in that treaty, 
give them this country west of the Mississippi 
river. We had given that to them ten years be- 


| they paid for it. The object of the treaty of 1830, 
| then, was not for us to acquire the land or to spec- 
ulate with these Indians, but that we would go to 
any extreme that was reasonable and liberal in 


the purchase of their real and personal property, | 


their lands and their movables, and take them 
west of the Mississippi river as quickly as possi- 
_ ble, in order to avoid controversy between them 
and the State of Mississippi. That interpretsthe 


| whole treaty; and therefore it is wisely said, and 


fore; given it to them for a hunting ground, and | 
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are to be regarded as being under the-treaty of l to vote in ignorance of the merits of the case. |! pee said, as I read before in the last sec 
e 


. . CuO} 
of article eighteen: ' 


* And further it is agreed, that in the construction of 
treaty, wherever some, if any, doubt shall arise, it shall be 
construed most favorably toward the Choctaws.” 

I agree that the word * sale’’ is used in seyes) 

| places; but we paid no price for it. If any ma, 
will read this treaty, it will be seen that it js 14, 
| most curious case ef sale that ever was, Ty, 
Government does not pay a dollar for the Jang ip 
|| any shape orform. Furthermore, there are gti, 
ulations in this eee wholly inconsistent with 
the idea that we took it as our own property. 
Here is one of them: , 

“Arr. 18. The United States shall cause the lands here. 
by ceded to be surveyed; and surveyors may enter tip 
Choctaw country tor that purpose, conducting themselyo 
properly and disturbing or interrupting none of the Choctay 
people. But no person is to be permitted to settle with 
the nation or the lands to be sold before the Choctaws shai 
remove. And, for the payment of the several amounts «. 
cured in this treaty, the lands hereby ceded are to remaiy 
a fund pledged to that purpose, until the debt shall be pr 5 
vided for and arranged. And further it is agreed that, jy 
the construction of this treaty, Wherever well-founded doyly 
shall arise, it shall be coustrued most favorably towards the 
Choctaws.”’ 

Now, sir, bear in mind the fact that ten yoars 
before the date of this treaty, in 1820, We pur. 
chased of the Choctaws a large portion of the; 

| lands in Mississippi, and out of the proceeds of 
that sale we made them pay us for a hunting 
ground west of the Mississippi—not for ordinary 
settlement; not a place for civilized Indians; by 
a place where the wild Indians of the tribe mig); 
go. The treaty so expresses it. Afterwards, \y 
1825, we ntade these Indians give us a large tra: 
_ of land, now in the western part of the State of 
Arkansas, for which we gave them a very smal| 
, compensation. That is the treaty that Mr. Ca. 
houn negotiated. Now we come to the treaty of 
1830, the object of which was not a cession of 
land, but to remove the Choctaw nation out of 
the limits of the State of Mississippi, and see this 
stipulation that we will survey our own land. 
| How can that be a matter of stipulation with a 
‘| Indian tribe—a stipulation for permission to go 
| on our own land and survey it? How utterly 
| inconsistent with the idea that we bought it for 
ourselves. The whole object was to get the trib 
|, away and to leave their lands in our possessio: 
|, Their personal property we valued and paid for 
| on the spot. The real property we agreed to seil 
| thereafter to the best advantage. We have not 
| truly kept faith with them. We have givenof 
|| these lands to the State of Mississippi large quan- 
| tities for school purposes, and as swamp lands, 
| and for these we do not intend to pay the Indians; 
| so that the $2,000,000 now reported, if the figures 
be correct—that is if the number of acres be cor- 
rect, because the price per acre is fixed in the 
award—if the number of acres be correct, this very 
award is not yet, by a large amount, what this 
tribe is entitled to under the strictest terms of the 
treaty stipulations, because we ought to pay them 
for that portion of property which we have givea 
| away. Whatwe mead pay them I do not know. 
I do not know what it is worth. Probably the 
Senator from Mississippi can tell better than! 
/can. But I intended only tou say that, so far 
| from wishing to be understood, as the Senator 
from Maine says, that it is a claim that will not 
|| bear investigation, I assert, so far as it appeals 
| on the face of the treaties, it is a mathematical 
_ demonstration, in my judgment. But wh should 
| we stand on the question of the award? We made 
the award. If we did not make it rightfully," 
| our fault. Itis not my fault, because I was 10 
here; but it is the fault of those who were her. 
| It was debated and passed, and is just as much 
binding now as anything can be. As | belor 
| remarked, if we do not pay it now, we shall have 
| to pay it hereafter, and pay interest on it. We 
'| had better issue the bonds now. It is as bro 
| as it is long. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I do not intend to argue this 
| matter, but merely to correct a very important 
1 rinciple which is entirely misunderstood by “ 
} eae from Ohio, the Senator from New Hamp 
'| shire, and the Senator from Wisconsin. [tis 0° 
| true thata treaty involving the payment of mou) 
|| does bind the United States until it is assented 
| by the House of Representatives. There 1s ™ 
| a better settled : 
| was settled in Jay’s treaty, during the Wm e 
| General Washington. The debate in the °* 





rinciple in the Government. © 
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was led by Mr. Madison; and on that occasion 
the House of Representatives decided, in 1796, 
by a vote of 54 to 37—I have not seen that debate 
for many years, but I think my memory of it is 
accurate, for it is one of the most able and im- 
jortant debates we ever had in this Government 





‘that it was not competent for the Presidentand | 


Senate to bind the House of Representatives to | 
It is a question for the | 


the payment of money. 
legislative power; and when gentlemen talk of this 
being a judgment, they talk against principles 
gettied now for sixty-four years by their ances- 
tors and mine. 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I was upon the 


Committee on Indian Affairs when this subject | 
was first brought to its consideration. Though I | 
have been separated from the question for several | 


years, | have a very distinct recollection of cer- 
tain prominent facts in regard to it which con- 
yinced me at the time that we owe this money 
as much as we owe any debt against the Govern- 


ment. My deliberate conviction is that we areas |, 


much bound to pay this award as we are to pay 
the President’s salary, or the salary of any other 
oficer of the Government. I suppose I could not 
cet the attention of the Senate if | went into any 
statement of the facts connected with the earlier 


jistory of this claim, and therefore it would be a | 


useless task to undertake it; but I will state one 
prominent fact in regard to it which ought to have 
great weight. 

~ The commissioners who negotiated this treaty 
state this in the most positive manner, and under 
oath—General Eaton Kienesit being one of them 
—that the treaty as understood by the Choctaw 
people, at the time when they entered into it, was 
just such as they claim it to be now, and that the 
principal negotiator, the Secretary of War, speak- 
ing forthe President, told them that their construc- 


tion of it was right, and that the Government | 


would execute it in that form. Thus understand- 
ing it, late in the evening of the last day of the 
council, the Choctaw people were, in fact, com- 


pelled to sign the treaty. The State of Missis- | 


sippi had passed a law extending her whole civil 
and criminal code over the Choctaws. ‘They ob- 
jected to signing the treaty, because they said they 
did not understand it. ‘They were afraid of be- 
ingoverreached. At last General Eaton brought 
the council abruptly to a conclusion by saying, 


“Sign the treaty or take the consequences; | will | 


leave the council before night.”’ 


They said 


“leave;’? but they were told, ‘the consequence | 
will be that your great father the President of the | 
United States at Washington will withdraw his | 


rotection from you, and you will be surrounded | 


'y the whites, not only of Mississippi, but of the 
adjacent States.”’ Thus forced, thus compelled, 


thus put under compulsion, the chiefs, headmen, | 


and captains of the tribe came forward, and, in | 


hot haste, signed the treaty. That night General 
Eaton and his associates went more than fifteen 
miles from the treaty ground to an unfrequented 
place, where they remained. 


| say that the treaty, as now construcd, was || 


as it was understood by the Indians at the time, 


and as it was explained to them by the white || 


men. The treaty, as subsequently executed, 
never would have been signed by the Choctaw 
people, 

Now, sir, who are these Choctaws? 
strangest of our Indian tribes. It is the boast of 


‘very one of them that they never shed a white 
man’s blood. 


erate. But you did it; you did it under a solemn 


was made up in the committee-room and laid be- 
fore the Senate, and the Senate sanctioned it. This 


account has been deliberately stated by that De- | 


| partment of the Government to which it was sent 


it is according to the award. Surely, there is 
nothing in the history of that Department that 
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| Choctaws. They could not force you to delib- |} 


} 


to be stated. I assume that it is stated right; that | 


justifies any Senator in supposing they have stated | 


more against the Government than they were 

_ compelled to state according to the award. And 
now, sir, what are we doing? We are hesitating 
as to whether we shall pay it. 


Mr. President, if this was an award under the | 


same circumstances in favor of the British people, 
or the French people, think you the Senate would 
hesitate an instant about voting the money? You 
would be in hot haste todo it. You would want 
to maintain your respectability with the British, 
with the French, and with powerful nations. 
Here isa feeble Indian tribe; but they have always 
been your friends and mine. They have always 
been the friends of the white man. What they 
ask of you is that justice which, under like cir- 
cumstances, you would award to Great Britain or 
France. What the Choctaw people ask, feeble as 
| they are, being your friends, is, that you should 
deal with them as you would with the mighty 
monarchs and kings of the earth. Will you re- 
fuse to do it? Will you, because you have the 
power, deny that justice to a feeble friend that 

ou would not dare to deny to a powerful enemy? 


take great pleasure in paying it, so far as my vote 
| goes, to a feeble, dependent, and honest friend, 
though that friend may be an Indian. 

Mr. POLK. | wish merely to state, that on 
this question I feel myself reduced to a very un- 
yeasant strait. Iam inclined to believe, though 
| have not fully examined the question, that this 
is a just claim and ought to be paid; but yet it is 


offered as an amendment to an appropriation bill | 


to meet the expenses of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial departments of the Government for 
| the coming year. Iam one of those who think 


tis not my feeling in regard to it. Believing that | 
we owe the money; that it is an honest debt, | 


we are carrying this system of legislation too far. | 


It is incongruous and improper in that position. 
I think all such claims as this ought to be brought 


by the Senate on their merits. I think the system 


a vice in our legislation here. It seems to me to 


be getting worse every year. 


Senate, at cach successive session. I shall, there- 
fore, vote against putting this claim on this ap- 
propriation bill, without allowing myself to be 
put in the attitude of repudiating a just claim 


of tacking them to appropriation bills has become | 


It seems to me to | 
be worse, for the short time [ have been in the || 


up in independent bills and examined and passed | 
I 


| against the Government, and especially without | 


refusing to do that justice to a feeble friend which 


|| it is said we would be very anxious to do toa 


The | 


They have poured out their own | 


blood, in defense of your cause, like water, on | 
every battle-field in the South. They followed the | 


victorious standard of Jackson and Carroll, and 
Coffey and others, fought men of their own blood 
and of their own color, in defense of your rights; 


faw stain his hands or his conscience with the | 


blood of a white man. Such a people are en- 


tiled to be treated justly, at least, if not gen- | 


trously, by the Government of the United States. 

ou negotiated another treaty with them, a few 
years ago, calmly and deliberately; sent it to the 
Senate, and, after mature investigation, the Sen- 
ate, by a vote of two thirds, the 
being called, according to my recollection, ratified 
'. By this treaty you were made the arbiters 
etween the Federal Government and these peo- 
ple. This body was appointed to arbitrate and 
make the award, ltdid do it. If it did not do 
it deliberately, surely it is not the fault of the 


eas and nays | 


|, numbers. 
ut never, never, upon a battle-field, did a Choc- | 


powerful enemy. 
the same justice to a feeble friend as to a power- 
ful enemy, and I would goa little faster, I think, 
_ to do justice to the first-named individual than to 
the last. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, this tribe of In- 
dians—the Choctaws—once inhabited whatis now 
the most densely-populated part of Mississippi. 
Ihave known them from my earliest days. I 
may gay of them that they were peaceful neigh- 
borsnd faithful allies of the whites. They never 
committed trespass or violence upon the white 


For myself, I would like to do | 


man: who passed through on the traces leading | 


across the Choctaw nation, annually, in large 
The sick received shelter and care in 
the houses of the Indians, and there is no rec- 
ord of murder or robbery having been committed 


again for another part. 


E. 
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ter were recognized as citizens of the State; and 


| one of the tribe—a half-breed, it is true—who re- 


treaty obligation with these people. The award || mained as a citizen of Mississippi, was subse- 


quently a member of our Legislature. This marks 
the character of the people, and the estimation in 
which they are held. 

So far, then, as any consideration of kindness, 
or of obligation growing out of past relations, is 
concerned, I think they hold the front rank. But 
we have to regard this merely as a question of 
justice. Do we owe them anything--if anything, 
how much? They have been suitors for many 
years; their claim hag been postponed from year 
to year with evil constquences to the nation, and 
its prompt settlement is due as well to them as to 
ourselves. The subject has been submitted to 
the Department, it being understood beforehand 
as well as it is now that this was no place to ad- 
just an account; no place to strike a balance be- 
tween claims and payments. The Department 
has made itsreport. I think the chairman of the 
committee, in the amendment he offers, inserts an 
amount exceeding that which, upon the report 


| before us, is found to be due; and the Senator 


from New Hampshire, in the note which he read 
at the closing page of the table reporting pay- 
ment, stated exactly that sum which the award 
covers; and the amendment ought to be changed 
so as to strike out the sum stated, and insert 


| $1,851,247 30. 


I do not know whether it is judicious to put the 
amendment in this bill or not. | would prefer, as 
ageneral rule, that all appropriations of such mag- 


_ nitude as this should be considered separately. I 


recognize the force of the objection which has been 
stated in that respect, but for years past 1 have 


| been anxious that this matter should be consid- 


ered. IT have from time to time, and, I fear, even 
to theextentof being considered indelicate, pressed 
upon the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs the presentation of this subject to the Sen- 
ate, in order that it might be adjusted, I feel that 
it is of vital importance to the Indians that this 
question should be settled, and that they should 
no longer be standing at the door of the Capitol of 
the United States begging that justice to which 
they have so great aclaim. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out ** $2,332,560 85,’’ 
and inserting “$1,851,247 30.”’ 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator from Mississippi 
will add a proviso that that part of the clainn 
which he deducts, the $1,130,000, may lie over 
for further consideration, | think it would bea 
proper compromise, although [ am satisfied that 
It is not a proper set-off. Still it may lie over to 
be considered. The $1,800,000 seems not to be 
doubted by any person who has examined it, and 
I think the other is justas clear; but that may lie 
over. 

Mr. DAVIS. One of my principal objects is 
to have a final settlement; to let these Indians feel 
that they are no longer suitors before the United 
States, but leave them to carve out their own des- 
tiny. Itis giving them less than is stated in the 
amendment of the chairman of the Committee on 


| Indian Affairs, but I think it is giving them what 


is contained in the report of the Department. I 


| think it is the award; and whatever is given to 


them I want it to be a final settlement, that the 


| Indians may no longer be begging from Congress. 


Mr. CLARK. [entirely concur with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi in his last statement, that 


| we had better have a final settlement of this mat- 
| ter; that we had better not leave these Indians 


to come here year after year to importune the 
Senate of the United States for that which they 
justly deem to be their due. We had better now 
withdraw the amendment entirely from this bill, 


| or allow them what shall be their final sum; and 


| by them uponany of the wayfarers, however long || 


they lingered. In one or two campaigns they 


| served their homes. 


lished schools among them, a rigid police, and 


|| they were removed from the State of Mississippi, 


were remarkable for the morality and propriety | 
| of their conduct in all the relations of life. When || 


| can see no justice in it. 
united with us as allies; but they were most || 
marked for their peaceful habits, their proclivity | 
to agriculture, the quiet with which they pre- | 
They soon progressed to | 


something like a semi-civilized condition—estab- || Chickasaws and the Choctaws divided the land 


{ 


| 


not allow them part now, and lcave them to come 
I am opposed to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. | 
The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs investigated the matter thoroughly 
with reference to the amendment he now proposes, 
and they could see no justice in it. 

This treaty was made in 1830. In 1837, the 
which the Choctaws had west of the Mississippi 
river. The Choctaws received the Chickasaws 
into their socicty, sold them a part of their land, 
and the Chickasaws agreed to pay them $530,000 


_ our legislation took a kind regard for them, and || fer it; $30,000 to be paid at the time of their an- 
those who chose to part with their tribal charac- | nuities, and ¢500,000 to be reserved out of the 
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Chickasaw funds, by the United States, for the 
benefitof the Choctaws. Now, by the Senator’s 
amendment you propose to take that $500,000 
which the United States received from the Chick- 
asaws for the Choctaws, and deduct it from the 
Choctaw W here is the justice of taking what 
another man paid for the debt that he owed as 
your debt, and charging it against him? It is 
more monstrous than the disallowance of the 
whole. Itis not only refusing them what you 
owe, but taking from them what another paid, 
and which you hold as trustee, violating not only 
the faith of a debtor, but the faith of a trustee 
who holds trust funds for an Indian tribe. Where 
is the honor of the Government that would take 
$500,000 to hold in trust, paid by the Chickasaw, 
and charge it to the Choctaw, when you hold it 
in trust for hing, and the treaty of 1855 provides 
that you shall continue to hold itin trust for him? 
Ti ut is the ed to be made : that 
you shall take a trust fund which you owe, w hich 
you hold for the Choctaws as so much paid, and 
deduct it from them. And this is the justice of 
the American Senate, this the sition of the 
Senator from Mississippi, who sp aks of this 
tribe asa faithful, friendly tribe in alliance with 
us, honest and disposed to agriculture. This is 
the example you are setting to these honest In- 
dians—to cheat them out of $500,000 which you 
hold in trust for them! Just 
with the other amount. You 
that land which you had ceded to them and they 


ttlement propo 


prom 


», Sir, pre cist ly 


leased you another portion, and you agreed to ” 


pay them $600 ,000—s 100,000 tn eash, and the 
other $500,000 to be held in trust; and now you 
propose to take that. You propose to taki 
$1,000,000 which you hold in trust, and with it 
to pay them $1,000,000 that you owe them. That 
is the justice of the American Senate! That is 
the award you make them after they have trusted 
it to your honor and your magnanimity, saying, 
in this tre aty: * We trustitto you; youare faith- 
ful and honorable; you hold our money: we will 
trust it to you; and you make the award; and 
you take the money which you owe them to pay 
them what you owe them for another purpose— 
you take money which you hold in trust for them, 
to pay them what you owe! 
nothing more derogatory to the character of the 
American Senate. When this Indian tribe, thi 
friendly people, have put themselves in your 
hands, saying ** Pay us what you choose,”’ you 
take money which you are holding in trust for 
them, to pay a debt which you have decided that 
rou owe! 

Mr. TOOMBS. What has just been said shows 
that this committee, of which the gentleman from 
New Hampshire is one, could not have paid the 
least attention to it, or that statement would not 
have been made. I would not rely upon anything 
coming from a committee where one of its 
bers was so mistaken as to make the statement 
which he has just made. The reason of these 
charges of $600,000 and $500,000, is that we gave 
the Choctaws fifteen million acres of land, we say 
in payment of the land east. : 
them all the proceeds of the land east, we are en- 
titled to what they sold of the land west. They 
sold two portions of it for $1,130,000—one for 
$600,000 and the other for $530,000. On the ref- 
erénce to the Interior Department to take the ac- 
count, we say that was a payment. * You have 
sold a part of the thing we exchanged for $600,000, 
and we ought to charge you with that.’’ We 
made part of the payment inland. We have sold 
that land and fixed the price. I say the ten mil- 
lion acres is fair payment; and the Secretary, in 
taking the account, oucht to have taken in the 
ten million acres unsold as well as the few mil- 
lions sold; and now the Senator tells us we are 
taking away the trust fund. Why, sir, we are 
only estimating the amount they sold out of the 
value of the thing we eave them. 

Mr. CLARK. | only want to say one word 
in regard to what first fell from the Senator from 
Georgia, whether we have looked at it or not. Let 
him make an examination, if he chooses; but I 
want to tell that Senator that, in this very treaty 
of 1855, which we made, by which we agreed to 
pay this balance of the net proceeds of the land, 
we agreed with the Indians that we would hold 
for them both the sums of $500,000, amounting 
to $1,000,000. After we had provided that they 


hourht some of 


I can conceive of 


mem- | 


Well, if we give | 


that we would hold those sums for them. Now, 
after having made that agreement, we are asked 
to charge it to them, and then hold it; and that is 
the justice of an American Senator. Was that the 
fair interpretationof the treaty when you told them 


| 


you would pay them the balance of the proceeds of | 


those lands, and that you would continue to hold 
that $1,000,000 for them, to take that $1,000,000 
to pay the debt you owe them? That is what you 
ropose to du. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr.CLARK. Idonot think aman need study 
very much to understand what that means. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
Georgia last ni ht 
land it was that was sold for $1,100,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
lion acres given by the treaty of 1820, for which 
natents were issued under the treaty of 1830. 


I heard the Senator from | 
; and I should like to know what | 


Part of the original fifteen mil- 


Whether that shall be taken as a part of the pay- | 


ment is the sole question, 


Mr. SIMMONS. Eut I understood the Sen- 
ator tp mention two counties for which it was 
riven. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
S20, it wa 
Mi: SIE 7 7 
ized, should become citizens, and that certain lim- 
ited quantities 
who staid. 
tities—heads 
much, &e. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know that; but it was 
stated last night that the land ceded covered some 
two or three counties, and for those counties we 
agreed to give them fifteen million acres west. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say that was part of the con- 
sideration, and only part. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The rest of it was, that we 
were to have a part of what they were residing 
on. Do l understand it so? 


No. 


We gave them those limited quan- 
of families a section, children so 


of land should be given to those | 


I say, by the treaty of | 
avreed that those who remained in | 
ippi, when they became sufficiently civil- | 


|| taws, I cannot see. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I have nothing further to add. | 


My speech is on record. I have stated it more 


than two or three times,and [ donot want to take | 


up the time of the Senate on an appropriation bill 
by repeating it. I must decline saying anything 
more, as | have no more interest in it than any 
other Senator. 

Mr. SIMMONS. My only interest is to know 
how to vote oa the question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I despair of the Senator get- 
ting a clearer statement from myself than I have 
already given in reference to : 

Mr. SIMMONS. If I understood that these 
fifteen million acres were exchanged for certain 
lands east of the Mississippi river that were over 
and above what these reservations covered, I 
should think the money was a fair set-off; but if 
it was given for another portion of land, and it 
was understood at the time by the Indians that 
they were to receive what they did not receive, 
and 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
dispute. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
1220 or 1830? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Both, 1820and 1830. The treaty 
of 1830 was to carry out the treaty of 1820. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ever since I have been in 
the Senate, | have heard of this treaty of Dancing 
Rabbit creek. 





That is the whole point in 


When was that done; in | 


I think the Departments of the | 


Government and the Senates who made these sub- | 
sequent treaties must have understood that that | 


portion of money belonged to the Indians, gy they 
would not have made the provisions shiva. 
quently did make, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I admit it belongs to them; but 


the question is, whether it shall be allowed as a | 


credit in the account. It is their money. 


Mr. SIMMONS. But it is proceeds of the sale | 
of their land, | understand; and how can we set | 


that off? 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


I want to say a word | 


on this question. In 1830, the United States gave | 


to the Choctaw nation of Indians a patent for fif- 


teen million acres of land. With the assent of the | 


United States, the Choctaws sold to the Chicka- 


saws five million of those fifteen million acres, for | 


which they were to receive $530,000 from the 


Chickasaws; but the United States, beinga debtor | 


to the Chickasaws, undertook to pay it for them. 
Ata subsequent period, the United States made 
another contract with the Choctaws, proprietors 


should have the net proceeds of the land, we agreed || now of ten million acres, by which they relin- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 





— June 14 





quished certain portions of that land, for wi; 4 
the United States agreed to give them the fy, 
sum of $600,000. Was not the United States 
upon these transactions, indebted $1,100,009 _ 
the Choctaws ? So far the ro 1S Derferr ; 
clear. Suppose there had been no transaction, 
between them but these two sales, by the Choe 
taws, of lands which the United States had yo. 
ented to them: certainly no one could say bat tha 
the United States owed these two sums of $536 pgp 
and $600,000. Did the United States owe tho», 
anything before? If they did, we must add th; 
to this sum. o 
It seems to have struck us all with some Jj:; 

perplexity. I may be wrong; but it seems to p 
this is simplifying the proposition in such a way 
that if we agree on the facts, the conclusion my: 
inevitably follow. After the Choctaws were 4) 

patentees of this land, when it belonged to thom 
as far forth as the United States could mako ;, 
belong to them by grant, they sold a portion of 
the land for $530,000 to another tribe of Indians 
That tribe of Indians having a claim upon the 
United States, the United States paid the money 
forthem. They afterwards sold or ceded to th; 
United States another portion of the land fo, 
$600,000 more. Then, if there had been no other 
accounts between the parties, the Governmer: 
would have owed them $1,130,000; and if ther 
was any indebtednesss before, | apprehend tha 


| must be added to it. 


Now, if I understand it, according to this mod, 
of settlement, there being a previous debt of ¢} 
United States added to this sum of $1,100,090, the 
total is over twenty-two hundred thousand dol. 
lars. It appears to me that that is the debt which 
is due from the United States to the Choctaws 
How these several sums of $530,000 and $600,009 
can be made credits in our favor against the Ch 
The Chickasaws certain); 
owed the Choctaws $530,000. That is clear. [f 
they had paid it themselves, it would not hay 
affected any account between the United States 
and the Choctaws; but the United States, ow- 
ing the Chickasaws money, agreed to pay this 
amount for them to the Choctaws, and thus sa- 
isfy the debt from the Chickasaws. So it strikes 
me. Tregret very much that this subject has: 
been introduced in a form which would admit of 
more deliberation; but as it is, we must decide it, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I was struck wit! 
the zeal of the Senator from New Hampshire. |! 
passes, it would scem, the ordinary interest of (! 
Senator in an appropriation item. He does very 
well‘as an advocate of the claim—not very well 
as a Senator—when he says that nothing could 
be so derogatory to the Senate as to reduce tly 
sum from a given number of dollars to anothe 
number of dollars which he thinks is not the just 
one. I can imagine several things more deroz- 
atory to the Senate than the reduction ofa clam 
which is before the body, i: a final allowance 
Nor do I consider that there is such plain viola- 
tion of justice as the Senator thinks proper to as- 
sume. The note from which he read, | suppos 
he must have considered, and that recites the fact 
that— 

“Under the second article of the treaty of 1830, a patent 
was issued to the Choctaws for the country west of Arkan- 
sas, estimated to contain fifteen million acres; subsequent), 
the Chickasaws, with the consent of the United Sites, 
purchased a portion of this tract at $530,000, which te 
Unid States paid out of the trust fund belonging to Ui 
Chickasaws.”* 

This is treated as though it were a fee-simple 
to an individual. The meaning of the word “tee, 
as there employed, was to grant a home to ti 
Indians from which they should not subsequenl'y 
be removed by the claim of State sovereignty,“ 
the Indians east of the Mississippi had been. | 
was to protect them in their homes west of ' 
Mississippi. This, General Jackson, who po 
sessed their confidence more than any man in lis 
day, constantly presented to them as the gree 
consideration why they should migrate to the W' a 
side of the Mississippi; that their home wou" 
be permanent; that they were not to hold them 
by a mere possessory right; that they were " 
to havea mere usufruct, but, as a nation, they ¥°" 
to have a fee in the tract. It was not unc” 
stood then, and this transaction shows It was I" 
understood afterwards, that this word ‘ fee’ ae 
plied the right to sell when and to whom ti’ 
pleased. Else they had sold to the Chickasa\® 
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it a use; and while they existed as a nation, the | ell, Saulsbury, Sumner, Thomson, Toombs, and Wilson— 


title remained. 
tion, t 


then reverts to the United States, This is one 
clement of the claim which the U nited States has 
upon the property in the mean time. Thus, under 
the treaty of 1855, the Choctaws relinguished all 
their right to that portion of the tract west of the 
one hundredth meridian, and leased that portion 


oreesof west longitude, for which the United States 


; Toirs aus: 
ndian Affairs says: 


«}fthese sums are to be regarded as payments under the | 


treaty of 1830, the amount due tle Choctaws will be 


: ~ oy 99 
a1, gol,247 30. 
él, 


Now let us see whether the Senator from Ken- | 


tucky states itas itis. He assumes, in the first 


nlace, that this land belonged to them in perpe- | 
pl 


tuity, as though it were held in severalty that they 
could sell it to whom they pleased, could lease it 
to whom they pleased. ' 
acertain portion of it to the United States for the 
use of the wild Indians. Senators will observe, 


the question was to give them a home west of | 
the Mississippit,and to give themacertain amount | 


of money for making the exchange. When, with 
their assent, you all4wed another tribe to enter 
with them, and I think their assent clearly in- 
ferred that they were to be incorporated in their 
limits, though since they have been treated as dis- 
tinct tribes, and when, at a subsequent period, 
they agreed that the wild Indians should occupy 
still another portion of their country, and re- 


ceived money in lieu thereof, it was because the | 
home they sought west was sufficient without 


these two tracts of land, and they preferred to 
have the money. Was it anything taken from 
them? What was the spirit of the original grant? 
Was it a certain number of acres, or was it a 


tract of country more or less? ‘It was to give | 


them a permanent home. If that tract of coun- 


try, more or less, remains as a permanent home, | 


and a portion of that which they might have 
claimed, if they insisted on it, be converted into 
money, which is it to be added to, the money 
payment, or to the whole consideration? My 
friend from Kentucky would say to the whole 
consideration; but it is a question on which Sen- 
ators may divide, on which Senators who look et 
it simply as an act of justice which we are endeav- 
oring to perform, sitting as judges to decide 
whether we are to put it to one side or the other, 
may differ about. My objection is, that the home 


guarantied the Choctaws remains, that all the | 
money we put in the money scale is to be counted | 
If they had not | 
gone beyond the False Washita, still they would | 


as so much payment to them. 


have a tract of land wider than that over which 
they ventured to roam when they first occu- 
piedit. ‘The money consideration has thus been 


enhanced by exactly this amount—something | 
I shall not detain the | 


over a million dollars. 
Senate. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to say one word in re- 
ply to what fell first from the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. I did not mean to say, and I do not 
think I did say, that it was derogatory to the 
Senate of the United States to diminish the sum. 

Mr. DAVIS. What was it then? 

Mr. CLARK. To take a trust fund held by 


the Indians to pay their debts with. I said 1] 
thought that was derogatory; and I think so | 


yet, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mtr. Fitrzpar- 
RICK In the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
mentofthe Senator from Mississippi to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
how is on the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—Yyeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 


pa EAS—Messrs. Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Crittenden, 
little, Fitzpatrick, Grimes, Hammond, Hemphill, John- 
_ of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nich- 
o a Wee Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Wigfall, 
and Wilkinson—23. 

NAYS— 
Came 
Foste 


Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 
ron, Chandler, Clingman, Davis, Fessenden, Fitch, 
', Harlan, Hunter, King, Mason, Pearce, Poik, Pow- 


r 1 © 
When they cease to be a na- || 24. 
hey have no successor, no one holding from | 
them by descent or otherwise; and the property | 


between the ninety-eighth and one hundredth de- | 


aid the sum of $600,000. The Commissioner of || 


Afterwards they leased | 











So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GRIMES. [ move to reconsider the vote 
upon the amendment of the Committee on Fi- 


city. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to move an amendenmt before he moves a recon- 
sideration. I want first to perfect the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. Very well. 

Mr. GWIN. 
six, fifty-seven, fifty-eight, fifty-nine, sixty, six- 
ty-one, sixty-two, and sixty-three, as follows: 

For one thousand five hundred and eighty-four copies of 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Sixth Cougress, 84,752. 

For binding one thousand five hundred and eighty-four 
copies of the Congressional Globe and Appendix for the 
second session of the ‘Thirty-Sixth Congress, $1,900 80.°° 

And insert in lieu of those lines the following: 

For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, $32,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That increases the appro- 
wiation. Is there an estimate for it? 

Mr. GWINN. I only move to strike out one 
appropriation, and insert another. That can be 
moved without an estimate. 

Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. 

Mr. GWIN. I propose to appropriate pre- 
cisely the amount that we have heretofore paid 
for the number of copies of the Globe we have 
subscribed for. The House of Representatives 
reduced the number. Each Senator now receives 
eighty-six copies of the Globe. Formerly it was 
ninety-three, but the increase of Senators has 
brought it down to eighty-six. 
that if we diminish the number, the publisher of 
the Globe cannot continue the publication. We 
have had the matter often before the Senate and 
discussed it, and therefore I do not wish to detain 
the Senate now in regard to it. Every member 
of the Senate understands it. I propose to restore 


the original estimate for the number that we have | 


heretofore subscribed for. That number was re- 


duced in the House of Representatives. I do not | 


propose to touch the number that the HLouse sub- 
scribes for, but this is the number for the Senate. 


I have the Secretary’s estimate for the amount | 


embodied in the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from California. [I am not certain 
what the number of Globes taken was when we 
originally subscribed for them by the Senate. I 
think, if I am right, however, it amounted to 
ninety-three copies to each Senator; and it is now 
reduced to eighty-six. That reduction is produced 
by the increase of the number of Senators. I think 
he would do better justice, and 1 think he would 
do perfectly right, to so shape his amendmeut as 
to keep the nuinber at ninety-three for each Sen- 


ator as new Senators shall be admitted. ‘That was | 


the number that it was originally agreed upon 
every Senator should have. It has been reduced 
in consequence of new Senators coming in; and 


as other new Senators shall come in, the number | 


will continue to be reduced. I think ninety-three 
copies to each Senator is a very limited number. 


I think it is the most valuable thing to preserve || 


the records of the doings here, to be spread all 
over the country, in our libraries, in our sem- 
inaries, in our academies, and the various places 
that they are sent to. I will vote with the Sen- 
ator from California with cheerfulness for an 
amendment that shall fix it at the criginal num- 
ber and keep it there, and increase the aggregate 


number to ninety-three to each Senator that shall | 


come in. 

Mr. GWIN. [If I can, in order, do that, I so 
modify the amendment; for I agree with the Sen- 
ator from Maine that the number ought to be 
uinety-three; but the estimate is for eighty-six to 
each Senator. If I can do it in order, I will in- 
crease the appropriation so as to make it ninety- 
three copies for each Senator. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
that he will lose votes if he does that; I shall vote 
against it, for one. The number now given is 
more than enough for all our purposes, in my 
judgment, and I believe it was only fixed at ninety- 
three copies for each member in order to give 
sufficient patronage to the proprietor of this es- 
tablishment to induce him to keep up the publi- 
cation. There really is no reason in the world, 
it seems to me, why each Senator should have 
ninety-three copies of the Globe. 1 know that I 


Tr ndinE? “ahi 
| have not use for one half of them. I dare sa 


I move to strike out lines fifty- | 


Itis well known | 








I suggest to the gentleman 
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the Senator can get individuals enough in his 
State to accept them, and so he could if there 
were five thousand, 1 presume; but it is a very 


; | 5 c - || large expenditure, and ought to be kept within 
nance, in relation to the Auxiliary Guard in this 


the least means which will enable the proprietor 


to sustain the publication. 


Mr. GWIN. Under the circumstances, I shall 


let the amendment stand as it is, although I shall 


hereafter, at another session, try to bring it up, 
if L can do so, to the original number. I differ 
from the Senator from Maryland. I think it is 
the best book we publish. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will state the action of the 
Committee on Finance on this matter. The House 


|| of Representatives determined to bring down the 
| number of Globes allowed to the Senators to the 


same quantity allowed members of the House. 
‘The members of the Elouse are allowed by exist- 
ing laws twenty-four copies, and the Senators 
receive over eighty; I forget the precise number. 
At one time it was ninety-three, ber with the in- 
crease of the total number of Senators, the divis- 
ion among them has made it less. The committee 
did not care to interfere with this valuable re- 


| trenchment made by the House of Representa- 
| tives, to make the number given to Senators equal 


to the number given to the members of the House 
of Representatives, and therefore we reported 
the bill as it was in this respect. So far as this 


| whole policy is concerned, my own opinions are 


well known, but they have not been in the ma- 


jority, for | have been against the whole system. 
J ’ g y 


I am opposed to your whole public printing pol- 
icy; but the Senate has differed in opinion from 
me. We simply left the appropriation where the 
House of Representatives chose to put it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. | had occasion. 
some years ago, as a member of the Committee 
on Printing, to examine, with great care and 
labor, into the cost and expense of this publica- 
tion. It is, undoubtedly, valuable to the whole 
country, as well as to every gentleman who may 
occupy a seat on the floorof either House of Con- 
gress. As was demonstrated at the time to which 
I refer, by the facts given minutely and in detail, 
this work is cheaper than any other publication 
that is made in the world. It is not to be com- 
pared atall with the expense of the publication of 
the reports of the Engigsh debates. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The Senator will allow me to 
correct him. He speaks of the English debates. 


| The Parliament does not pay one cent for Han- 
| sard’s debates, and has not done so for forty 


years. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Whether Par- 


liament pays for it or not, I cannot answer; but I 


know the expense at which this publication is 
put is not to be compared with the expense of 
that. I know that that matter was fully investi- 
gated. As to the mere matter of fact, the Sena- 
tor, | presume, may be under some error as well 
as myself. 

Now, when you have a publication that has 
gone through a long serics of years, and has pro- 
duced no difficulty in regard to the faithfulness of 
its execution, or in regard to the exorbitantchar- 
acter of its price to the Government, you may 


| well look at it with credence, and with some kind 
| of inclination to believe it is fair, when you con- 
| sider the universal attack that has been made on 
| every other branch of the public printing. 


The single questionthat now addresses itself to 
the Senate, it seems to me, is whether or not we 
shall have this record made up here, that shall 
preserve the truth of the declarations and course 
of conduct and bearing of every Senator and every 
member of the other House—a record that shows 
the opinions they had at the time of passing a 
measure, and the reasons and grounds on which 
they acted, and enables the people to judge 
whether those grounds and reasons were sound 
and correct or not. If we strike down this publi- 
cation, certainly it is not tobe done unless we pro- 
vide some other and better method. Ifa step is 
taken in that direction, and it is taken here, I must 
say, with all deference, ignorantly and without 
considering it, it certainly cannot be deemed wise. 
If the system that has been adopted is not to be 
continued, | am certain the whole Senate would 
say some other ought to be secured in its place. 

Not long since I met with the head of this pub- 
lication, the man who has it in charge, and I men. 
tioned to him the circumstance that I saw a prop. 
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osition here to take only twenty-four copies of 
the work foreach Senator, and | asked what were 
the facts ir regard to it. His statement to me 


as, ** 1 have seen it; but [ have spoke n to no 
one in regard to it,and [I do not intend todoso.”’ 
‘© Well,’ said 1,** why not, if it is wrong?’’ Said 
he, ‘4 cannot carry it on if it is so reduced; and 


if Congress choose to do so, I can simply cease 
to continue a publication that would then cost me 
more than it would bring me back. 
ing and publishing the proceedings of the Senate 
in the Daily Globe costs me as much as those of 


the House; and as I sink largely by publishing 


Mr. CAMERON. I find, on examination, I 
was in error in voting against this amendment 
yest rday. Itisa ve ry meritorious proposiuon. 
The service has been performed for three or four 
years, and the parties are here waiting to get 
their compensation. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know how 
much of this is intended to pay the parties making 
this exploration orreconnoissance,and how much 


The report- || for analyzing these soils, and by what authority 


it was done. If it was done by authority, I sup- 
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pose it ought to be paid for at some time or other, | 


As for the publication of it, I think itis a thing 


them in the Daily Glebe, the Senate must take as || that will not spoil by keeping. Geology does not 


many copies in book form as the House, to make 
up my loss and a fair profit on the work.’’ 


Now, the question that addresses itself to us || 


is, whether we shall makea reduction of this sort 
without a report and without any investigation 
that will give us even a verbal statement from any 
Senator versed in the matter. We ought to pro- 
ceed on some data, before making such a redue- 
tion of a recular institution connected with each 
Hall of Congress, and with the history of every 
man that has been here from the time it was in- 
stituted, and to be connected with that of every 
man who comes hereafter. Before taking such a 
step, we ought to refer the matter to a sy cial 
committee, and have a full report on all the facts. 
i do not believe it is wise on the part of the Sen- 
ate and House of Ri presentatives to take this 
step. I am satisfied the House of Representa- 
tives has made this proposition on the simple con- 
sideration that members of the Senate were re- 
ceiving more copies than members of the House. 
That I take to be the whole secret of the reduc- 
ion. If, instead of doing this, they had left the 
argregate number for both Houses remain the 
ime, and equalized the numbergiven tothe mem- 
bers, So as to preserve the benefit of this publica- 
tion for the country, and afford it the same sup- 
port, | should be perfectly willing to agree to it. | 
But it is a fact, which will not be disputed by any | 


House have made exactions frequently on the || ports of their labors and researches for publica- || 


Senate, and the Senate has yielded, whether upon 
juestions of patronage or public printing, or the 
reception of books; and sull they cry out that 
there is no equality between the members of our 


Senate ought to coneede it now when it goes to | 


this extent that it is to break down the reports 
that are furnished for this body and for the other 
—the only really credible and established and un- 
questionably true record of the declarations and 
votes and action of the members of the two 
branches of Congress. 

lam not satisfied that legislation of that sort 
shall take place without some kind of effort to ar- 
rest it. [f the Senator from Georgia, or any other 
Senator, will propose that the matter be referred 
toany committee, the present Committee on Print- 
ing, or a select committee, I would be with him; 
or, if he would propose to strike down the num- 
ber distributed to each Senator, leaving the total 
aggregate, but equalizing the distribution between 
the members of the two Houses, | would support 
that; but I do not believe it is wise, I do not be- 
lieve itis sensible, before you know the results 
of your own action, to take this step that must 
break down the record on which cach member of 
Congress, and the whole country, must depend 
hereafter to ascertain what is the truth. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. CAMERON. I move now to take up the 
motion which | made to reconsider the vote upon 
the amendment in regard to the geological survey 
of Oregon. I find that it is a meritorious and just 
claim. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate rejected the following amend- | 
ment, which was offered by the Senator from 
Oregon: 


For defraying the expenses of a geological reconnois- 
sance and exploration in Oregon and Washington Territo- 
ries and the country en reufe to the Pacific, near the forty- 
seventh parallel of north latitude, over and above the 
apprepriations of March 3, 1853, and March 3, 1855, and for 
the expenses of the analysis of eighty-eight soils, coals, and 
ores trom different localities, and in the preparation of the 


final report for publication, $10,559 2¢, as per accounts 
rendered. 


spoil directly. There is no necessity for publish- 
ing it now, that I can see. 

Mr. LANE. This has nothing to do with pub- 
lishine. ‘These are accounts that have been ren- 
dered, approved, adjusted, and are ready for pay- 
ment, and the Secretary asks the money to pay 
this debt. He sent usthe estimate, and the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands reported unanimously in 
favor of it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I want to know by what au- 
thority this thing was done; who ordered it; who 
directed these eighty analyses to be made? It 
scems to me to go beyond any ordinary author- 
ity of a Department. 

‘Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator, that 
Congress passed a law authorizing a geological 
survey of Oregon and Washington, and made an 
appropriation for that purpose. Indeed, two acts 
have Leen passed on the subject, one in 1853 and 
one in 1855. Upon rendering accounts for ex- 
penses incurred in the discharge of the duty of 
the survey by Dr. Evans, there has been found 


due bim just the amount stated in the amendment | 


toacent. The accounts have not only been ren- 


dered, but they have been approved, adjusted, | 


and are ready for payment; and this appropria- 


tion is asked to pay the debt that is found duc | 


this man. 


The analysis was in accordance with the cus- | 
Senator here who considers the subject, that the || tom, as I believe, of geologists in preparing re- 


tion. It is important to the people of Oregon and | 


Washington, and certainly interesting to the peo- 


ple of all the States, that a correct analysis of the 
| soils should be made. The producing capacity | 
[Louse and the other, wha®, in fact, the advant- |) of the country was not very well understood then, 
age is in their favor, The Senate has conceded || and he thought it would be an advantage to Ore- 
this constantly heretofore; but 1 do not think the || gon, and to those who wanted to go there, to 


know something about the soils. That consti- 


tutes a very small portion of the expense; and the | 


whole amount is embraced in the amendment that 
is now pending; and I hope the Senate will adopt 
it, and pay this man that which the Government 
justly owes him, and that it acknowledges to be 
due. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
recommendation of the Department read, if there 
be such a paper. 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to state that the Com- 
mitte on Public Lands examined this subject very 
carefully and thoroughly, and were unanimous} 
of the opinion that this account ought to be paid. 
I have no doubt of it myself. 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask if the rule does not ap- 
ply to this, whether itis in order as being a private 
claim? 

Mr. LANE. 
terday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzpar- 
rick.) The present occupant of the chair was 
not in the chair yesterday, when the question was 
raised, and is not aware what the decision was. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask the Senator from 


That question was settled yes- 


Iowa whether there was any recommendation 


| 


from the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. HARLAN. I think not; but on exam- 
ination, the committee were satisfied that all the 
work was done under the direction of the Depart- 
ment by authority of law, and this is merely a 
deficiency under the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
say to the Senator from Maryland, that he un- 
derstands that this amendment was recognized as 
legitimate wher it was offered yesterday, and it is 
not in order at this time, on a motion to recon- 
sider, to make the question. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should really like to 
hear what the Department said about it. 

Mr. LANE. recollect very well what Mr. 


‘| Wilson says in his communication. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


|| the General Land Office. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. Where is the coy 

| cation? 

Mr. LANE. It was sent to the other Ben 
with the bill. We have passed a separate bin 
on this subject. 7 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to: 
the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to amend 4, 
clause making an appropriation for the salaries, 
the surveyor gencral of Wisconsin and low 
the clerks in his office, by adding to it: 


MMunj. 


and 


and 


a, and 

And it is hereby made the duty of the Seeretary of », 
Interior, as soon afier the 30th of June, 1860, as mav bo, 
cause the said office to be abolished ; and when so thy ; 
ished, the said district shall be annexed to, and forma 


ai ie 
of, the district of the surveyor general of Minnesota, 


My object is to abolish these SUPVEVOFS conor! 
as fast as they cease to be of any utility, In th 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office I find this clause in reference to Iowa: 

“The surveys of township lines in Lowa have al} poo 
completed, and the subdivisional nearly so. Twenty thro 
townships were sectionized during the past year, equal 
one million one hundred and seventy-eight thousand jiney 
wiles, aud fifteen are under contracts for subdivision and 
survey, returns of whieh are soou expected.” : 


Lunderstand, also, as a matter of fact, that thor 
are but a few townships left in Wisconsin, which 
is included in the same district, and they ar 
nearer and more convenient to Minnesota than ty 
lowa. There is no doubt that all this business jg 
done up, and the office is nearly useless. | jp. 
lieve it to be useless now, and it might as well |p 
abolished; buttheamendment puts it a year ahead 

| to close up the matter, and have an end to this 
annual appropriation of about ten thousand qo). 
lars to the surveyor general, and his clerks, who 
have nothing to do. 

Mr. HARLAN. I moveto amend the amend. 
ment by striking out ‘* 1860,’’ inserting * 186],” 
and changing its subsequent phrascology so as to 
read, ‘*or as soon thereafter as, in the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the public inter. 

_ests will admit.”’ The surveyor general of lowa 
|reports that probably during the following fs- 
cal year the surveys in Iowa will be concluded, 
The contracts have been given out; the surveyor 
are now probably in the field, or will be soon, and 
they expect to make their returns to the present 
surveyor general’s office in Dubuque. It would 
be imposing an additional hardship on them to 
compel them to go up into Minnesota, to St. Paul, 
in order to make their returns and close up this 
business. The office has been a long time estab- 
lished at Dubuque, and I think the public inter- 
ests do not require its removal at this time to St. 
| Paul. 
I ought to state, also, that the district consists 
_of lowa, Wisconsin, and the Territory of Min- 
nesota, sometimes called Dakota; and although 
the surveys will be concluded in about one year 
in lowa, according to the report of the surveyor 
| general, there is a considerable amount of work 
yet to be done in Wisconsin, as will be scen by 
| a reference to the report of the Commissioner of 
I find, by reference to 
his report, that he recommends the following ap- 
| propriations for the coming fiscal year: for lowa, 
| $3,000; for Wisconsin, $16,000; for Minnesota, 


| 
} 
| 


$8,000; and for incidental surveys in the district 
of lowa and Minnesota, $3,000; making in ail, 
| $30,000; which, in the opinion of the Commis- 
| sioner of the General Land Office, will be neces- 


| sary to be expended the following year in that 


| district. The amount of money to be expended a 
| the office as incidental expenses is not great com- 
| pared with the amount of money to be expended, 
if we compare it with the amount expended In 
districts of the other surveyors general. It will 
be, according to the showing of the Senator from 
| Maine, $8,300 incidental to the expenditure @ 
| $30,000. I find in the bill now pending before 
| the Senate that the incidental expenses for surveys 
| for Oregon aré, for compensation to the surveyor 
| general and the clerks in his office, $7,500; for 
| rent of surveyor general’s office, fuel, &c., $2,V; 
| making, in all, $9,500; and we appropriate for 
| the prosecution of surveys in that district $15,000. 
| Thus youare now appropriating $9,500 to enable 
| the surveyor general and his clerks to carry 0” ® 
| disbursement of $15,000 in the district of Orego". 
| In California, I find in this bill, for salary of the 
| surveyor general and clerks in his office, $15,9", 
| and for office rent and fuel, &c., $2,500; making 
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413,000 for the incidental expenses of the surveys 
California for the coming year; and you appro- 


” «20,000 with which to execute the suryeys. 


priate 
That Is, 
trict to prosecute the surveys, and you pay the 
surveyor general and his clerks $18,000, being an 
amount almost equal to the appropriation for the 
district. And so I find it in the districts of the 
other surveyors general; but I will not detain the 
Senate by rectung them. 

In the district which the Senator from Maine 
proposes to add to ahother district, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office asks for an ap- 

ropriation of $30,000 to make surveys, and the 
incidental expenses are shown to be but $8,300. 
] have no wish that that district shall be continued 
any longer than the public interest requires it; 
and hence, at the conclusion of the coming fiscal 
year, if, in the opinton of the Secretary of the 
jnterior, the public interests then no longer require 
the continuation of that office, I am willing that 
that district shall be abolished and added to the dis- 
trict of Minnesota. I hope the amendment I have 
suggested will be adopted, and then I shall inter- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


you propose to pay $20,000 in that dis- | 


pose no objection to the adoption of the amend- | 


ment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My object was to save 
money, the expenditure of which seemed to be 
useless. 1 understand that this district does not 
include Dakota at all, for it is not formed as a 
Territory yet. That leaves about nineteen thou- 
sand dollars to be expended for the purpose of 
surveys in the district as it stands, and the amount 
appropriated here for the payment of the officers 
who are to make these surveys is between eight 
and nine thousand dollars. [ am governed en- 
tirely by the report that is made to us from the 


| 


proper office, that there is really nothing left to | 


doin the State of lowa. They have no more 
lands tosurvey. The township lines are all run, 
and the subdivisional lines nearly so. I under- 
stand it is a matter of fact, not disputed, that the 
few townships left in Wisconsin are nearer to 
Minnesota than they are to Lowa. 

Now, sir, what in the world is the use of keep- 
ing up this office for another year; and why cannot 
we judge on the state of facts given to us as well 
as the Secretary of the Interior, or the gentleman 
at the head of the Land Office? We know they 
do not often recommend the abolition of offices. 
I want to get rid, as fast as possible, of the corps 
of officeholders in the different States which are 
kept up for no proper purpose. [suppose it isa 
sort of duty of my friend from Lowa to oppose 
my proposition, because he lives in Iowa, and he 
is bound to speak in such acase. I donot blame 
him for that; but Ul really think I might well be 
willing to put it to the conscience of either of the 
Senators to say, on their honor, whether they 
think this office ought to be continued. Why 
does my friend want to put it off for a year? He 
thinks the business can be wound up better by that 
time, and the thing will be known and understood. 
It is only a question of paying very nearly ten 


thousand dollars for the sake of having it wound | 


up gently. Thatisall. I think it is hardly worth 
while to do that. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will say, in reply to the 
Senatorfrom Maine, that I was originally opposed 
to the establishment of a new surveyor general’s 
office in Minnesota. 


stated to the Senate, that one surveYor general 


I believed at : a as 1. 


could superintend the whole work as well as two. | 


I have no doubt of that; but the reasoning of the 


Minnesota as strictly as in lowa, and will apply 
with as much force to the three districts on the 
Pacific coast. So in relation to other districts on 
this side. 
prosecuted at much less expense if there were 
fewer surveyors general than there are. All I 
object to is to making this strike at Iowa at this 
time, without any notice to the officers there, 
when the deputy surveyors are in the field. Lam 
quite sure the Senator from Maine is mistaken 


about the rt of land yet unsurveyed in | 
d 


Wisconsin. I hold in my hand the estimates of 
the Department, and they recommend that on this 
side of the Rocky Mountains there shall be ex- 
pended during the coming year $68,000 for sur- 
veys, and of these $68,000 they recommend the 
following apportionment: in Minnesota, $20,000; 


i} 


Wisconsin, $16,000; Lowa, $3,000; Minnesota | 


or Dakota Territory, $8,000; Louisiana, $10,000; 


Senator from Maine will apply to the office in | and in a 
| have a patient in it. 


|| tained in my State. 
In my judgment, the surveys could be | 


LOBE. 








Iilinois and Missouri, $2,000; Florida, $6,000; 
and then, incidental expenses for suryeying in 
the district of Iowa and Wisconsin, $3,000—in 
all $68,000. Of that $68,000, which they estimate 
to be expended in all these districts iatng the 
coming year, $30,000 of it is estimated for the 
district that the Senator proposes to abolish, to 
destroy, or add to another district. Nearly one 


‘half of the entire estimate of the Secretary of the 


Interior is for the district that the Senator pro- 
poses shall hereafter, after the 30th of this month, 
in the course of the next ten or fifteen days, be 
attached to the small district of Minnesota. lam 
willing that the office shail be abolished, and the 
district added to some other district as soon as in 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior the 
public interests require it; but it is mamifest from 
lie report here that there are more surveys to be 
done in this district during the coming year than 
in any other one district on this side of the Rocky 
Mountains. I call for the yeas and nays on my 
amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have only a word to say in 
regard to this matter, and that is in response to 
the interrogatory propounded to the Sexators from 
lowa by the Senator from Maine. He called upon 
them to answer upon their consciences whether 
they believed there was any necessity for the con- 
tinuance of this office now. I shall be very frank 
with that Senator and the Senate, and I will say 
that at the expiration of one year from this time 





several of which are in my State, and, indeed, in 
every State in that part of the Union. 

But there are other offices likewise, and, I think, 
some in the State of Maine, which, according to 


|, a report which has been laid on our table during 
| the session, are not exceedingly valuable and re- 


munerative to the Government. I am not able 


| now to specify the particular names of the offices; 
_ but I think there are some, the receipts of which 
| do not come up to the amount annually paid to 


the officers. I am not using this as an argument 
why this office should not be abolished. I think 
it ought to be abolished at the end of a year, and 
1 am willing to vote with the Senator from Maine, 


| and abolish it then; but while he is reforming my 


country, | hope he will turn his attention to the 
State of Maine; and whilst Senators on the other 
side are denouncing gentlemen on this side for 


| being profligate, or |eing ed or being anx- 


ious that the public Treasury should be drained 
for the purpose of supporting unnecessary officers 
and offices, I hope they will introduce a bill b 

which these numerous offices will be abelian 


| and these numerous officers discharged. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. My friends from Towa 
have used two arguments in favor of k-eping this 
along for a year. My appeal to their honor and 
consciences is dodged by both of them. I cannot 
get any response to that, except the statement 


| that, on their conscience, they think it ought to be 


I do not believe there will be, so far as the sur- || 


veying of land in the State of Lowa is concerned. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Do you believe there is 
now? 


Mr. GRIMES. 


this subject than I am, and I[ understand him to 
say that there are surveyors now in the field who 
have contracts with the surveyor general and ex- 
vect to make their returns to this particular office. 
f thatis so, it seems to me it is not acting in good 
faith to those deputy surveyors to require them to 
go teSt. Paul to make their returns rather than to 
make them to Dubuque, which was implied in 


| their contract at the time they made it. 


Sut I will go beyond this matter, Mr. President, 
and I will say to the Senator from Maine, that 
not only will this office soon be useless, but there 
are a great many other offices in my State that 


are utterly useless, and ought to be abolished. | 


We have half a dozen—I speak without knowing 
the precise number—custom-houses in our State, 
fifteen, sixteen, Br eighteen hundred miles above 


tide-water, where we have surveyors of ports to | 


whom this Government is paying annual salaries 
of six or eight hundred dollarsa year. We have, 
too,a great many other offices, besides this of sur- 
veyor general, which will not only become useless 
ina year, but have ever been useless and are useless 
now, and will ever continue to be useless. 
derstood from the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce at the commencement of the session, 
that that committee was about to introduce a bill 
to abolish these offices. I have been waiting very 
patiently during the entire session in the hope that 
some of the gentlemen on the other side who are 
so much outraged at the profligate expenditures 
of the Republican party, would introduce a bill 
abolishing these offices. We have, in the town 
in'which | have the honor to reside, a marine 
hospital, which was built at very considerable ex- 


Lun- | 


pense to the Government, which never had a pa- | 
tient in it, and in all human probability never will | 


It ought to be abolished. 

Cam not anxious that these offices shall be re- 
Iam not anxious that the 
Federal Government shall own property there. 


If lL had my way, [ would not have the Federal | 


Government own a foot of ground in the State ot 
Iowa. I do not wish the State to be dotted over 
with Government offices and Government build- 
ings, and filled with Federal officers. Ido not 
wish the General Government to be aggrandized 
at the expense of the States; and if necessary, I 
would limit the latter in antagonism to the former. 
I am astonished at the Senator from Georgia, and 
some of the other Senators, who saw fit yesterday 
to denounce gentlemen on this side as being in 


favor of eee expen‘litures, that they have || 


not introduced a bill here to abolish the little tri- 
fling custom-houses seattered all along up the 


‘| Ohio, the Missouri, and the Mississippi rivers, 


done at the end of the year; but you cannot get 
them to say that they think it ought not to be done 
now. I want to save some $10,000. One of the 


| arguments is, that it would be rather inconveni- 
| ent to the surveyors to make their returns to St. 


My colleacue is on the Com- || 
mittee on Public Lands, and is more familiar with | 


| Really that is no answer at all. 


Paul, and therefore we had better let this office 
continue for a year, and save a little expense to 
them. The other argument is, that there are a 
great many offices that ought to be abolished. 
L admit that 
there are agreat many more that ought to be abol- 


| ished; but when the proposition is made to abol- 


ish one office which is shown, clearly and indis- 
putably, so that the Senators cannotdeny it them- 
selves and do not wish to deny it, to be entirely 
useless, an expense for nothing, is the reply al- 
ways to be made: * there are a great many others; 
why do you not move on those; why take this 
first ?’’ . 

Now, sir, with regard to the custom-houses int 
Maine, several of them, | have long been of opin- 
ion, ought to be abolished; and, so far as I could, 
a movement has been made with regard to that 
subject, by which the Secretary of the Treasury 
was authorized to discontinue the offices where 
they were of no use and value. What he has done 
about it I do not know, but I am waiting for the 
Committee on Claims to move in that matter. My 
colleague knows more than | do on that subject, 
of course; but thiscase struck me; there is no dis- 
pute abeut it; the Senators from lowa do not dis- 
pute it, but they ask to put it off for a year. I 
should be very glad to accommodate the Senators, 
but I see that they ask it merely for the purpose 
of appearing to make fight, and saving themselves 
at home. I think they have done enough on that 
subject, and I think we may as well save the 
money. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say a word to wy 
friend from lowa, [Mr. Grimes] in relation to a 
little document which I see he is now very busily 


| engaged in examining; because, when men are 


| for smuggling to any amount exist, | 


better informed, they will always act more intelli- 
gently on all subjects. Our revenue service con- 
sists of two classes—a collecting and a preventive 
force. You may have, from the necessity of the 
case, a collection district on your borders where 
not one farthing of revenue is collected. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. We have several such. 
Mr. HAMLIN. But where the opportunities 
t you have 


no preventive force there. It is also true thot 


| collection districts are established for another pur- 


| the facility of commerce. 


pose than the protection of the revenue, to wit: 
There may be large 


| quantities of commerce in a given territory upon 


which, according the laws of your country, ull 
sorts of papers must issue; and when you spread 
out over a whole State a single district, you may 
compel a man to travel hundreds of miles to make 
the oath in order simply to get the papers of his 
vessel changed; and they must always be changed 
whenever there is any change of owaership. All 
these things go to show that you cannot regulate 
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your collection districts either by the amount of 
money you collect, or by the protection against 
fraud. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Maine 
will allow me to interrupt him for a moment, I 
desire to state that if he will look at this report, 
he will find that at Hickman, in Kentucky—l 
believe that is not on the borders—there has not 
been a dollar collected for three years, and sala- 
ries have been paid all the tume. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am not specifying, but I 
stating general principles; and { say that when 
men pick out isolated cases, and undertake to lay 
down a rule of action from isolated cases, they 
travel in avery little circle. That is my judgment. 

Now, sir, | want to say a word in relation to a 
reformation in this system of revenue. I labored | 
earnestly in connection with the Committee on 
Commerce at the last Conyress for the purpose of 
producing good results; and | sought to test my 
sincerity by the rule which I applied to my own 
State. I took up the collection districts there; 
and inthe bill which Lagreed to report, and which 
i supported, one half of them were abolished. I 
knew it would produce some embarrassments 
upon our commerce. When you compel men to 
travel a hundred miles to change their papers, you 
make it onerouson them. When you passa sys- 
tem of laws tocompela man to have certain papers 
on his navigation, you must afford him reason- 
able facilities to get them. Still L took up the dis- 
tricts in my State, and consolidated them; and J 
think, according to my recollection, reduced them 
to about one half. We went over the whole coun- 
try; and, according to my recollection—I am only 
stating from recollection—we reduced the cost of 
the collection of the revenue in various ways mor 
than $1,500,000. I sought, time after time, to get 
action upon that bill; but I could not get a major- 
ity of the Senate to budge one inch, and the bill 
stumbered. It touched too many men who held 
places—men who sustained the Administration. 
Senators were approached on all hands and were 
appealed to, **do not dismiss this officer; do not 
abolish this collection district.”’ I say precisely 
what I know; appeals were made 
to me, and my colleagues on the committee said 
they were made to them. ‘These appeals led to 
non-action on that bill. Now, sir, lam willing 
again to engage in that task; and I will cooperate 
with anybody and with everybody in reforming 
that system; for I believe, as firmly as I believe 
anything, that your revenues may be collected 
to-day for $1,500,000 less than you pay, and every- 
thing be just as well, just as promptly, just as 
thoroughly, and just as faithfully done. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon the amendment offered by Mr. Haran to 
theamendmentof Mr. Fressenpen, resulted—yeas 
11, nays 33; as follows: 


because these 


YEAS— Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Davis, Doolittle, Fitch, 
Grimes, Harlan, Simmons, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and 
Wade—11. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chesnut, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitz 
patrick, Foot, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Sum 
ner, Thomson, Toombs, Wigfall, Wilkinson, Wilson, and 
Yulee—3 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Fessenpen. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words, *‘ as soon as may 
be,’’ and inserting ‘‘as soon as the public inter- 
ests will, in his opinion, admit.’’ The latter part 
of the amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
which requires this office to be vacated peremp- 
torily within the next fifteen days, I think, 1s not 
wise. I hope the Senator from Maine will ac- 
quiesce in my proposition to have it done as soon 
as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury thinks the pub- 
lic interests will admit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam afraid he will not 
think that the public interests admit it. 1 prefer 
that the proposition of the Senator should not be 
adopted. It is throwing the responsibility onan 
officer who may not like to take it. He will have | 
all sorts of—I do not know exactly what word to 


use—but efforts made by people that he would || 


not like, perhaps, to disoblige; and this may con- 
tte the office unnecessarily. I think we have | 
facts enough before us to enable us to act upon tt | 


The amendment to the amendment was re- | 


jected—ayes five; noes not counted. 


The amendment of Mr. Fessenpen was agrecd 


} 
‘ } 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I now move to reduce the 
uppropriation in the original clause from $8,300 | 
to $500. It may be necessary to have something 
in order to wind up the office. 


Mr. GRIMES. I desire, in behalf of my Dem- y 


ocratic friends who hold these offices there, to 
protest against their being put on such small ra- 
tions as this. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know but that 
I ought to change the phraseology of the clause. 
Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
make one suggestion ? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 


Mr. GREEN. The general law authorizes the 


head of the Department to close these offices ata 
certain stage, but there is no authority to turn the 
hooks over to the State without a special law. 
The common practice has been to turn all the 
records over to the State, and leave the general 


business to be transacted, if any future business | 


is required, through the General Land Office at 
Washineton; butthe records can be certified from 
the State office after they have been put there by 
law. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I propose to change the 
phraseology of the clause, as the salaries will be 
at an end, so as to make it read: 

For incidental expens 
of Wisconsin and Lowa, 8500. 

That is merely to settle up the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GRIMES. I now renew the motion which 
I made a short time ago, to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate adopted the amendment in- 


| serting this clause: 


For compensation of the auxiliary guard and one lieuten- | 


ant, and for fuel, oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, 
to be appointed in the same manner as the auxiliary guard, 
$32,400; and that there be paid to the corporation of the 
city of Washington, out of money heretofore appropriated, 
the compensation of one lieutenant of police. ® 


s of the office of surveyor general 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in | 


the chair.) ‘The question is on reconsidering the 
vote by which the Senate agreed to this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will not be recon- 
sidered, Itis one of the best appropriations in 
the bill, so far as this city is concerned, and we 


Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow m; 
ask him a question? 

Mr, BROWN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GRIMES. Does the Senator say we hay 
the exclusive right here to establish a police Sonne 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly I do. > 

Mr.GRIMES. That the city authorities } 
no authority to ordain a police force here of ¢| 
own? 

Mr. BROWN. Notatall. Ido not Say that 
we are obliged to do it; but I say that within 4, 
limits of the District of Columbia you may, if 
you choose, establish the entire police force, . 

Mr. GRIMES. * May;” but we have not the 
exclusive right to do it. f 

Mr. BROWN. Notthat you are obliged to q, 
it. The police force is established now Upon this 
principle: the city of Washington Pays for one 
half of it, and the Government pays for the othe, 
half,and why? Because you own about one haiy 
the property, and the city owns the other haiy 
You have about one half interest, and the city 
has the other half. ‘They pay for their half, and 
they ask you to pay for your half. For a Jon» 
time the Government refused to do anything j; 
reference to the police matters of this city; ayy 
we know what was the condition of things, Ny 
ventioman, no citizen, nobody could go out into 
the streets at night, without being subject to grea, 
danger at least of being molested. You have now 
an efficient police that protects everybody, and 
protects everybody alike, I think. Good order 
reigns throughout the city. You are paying your 
justand due proportion of the expense. ~ The city 
pays its part. Lask the Senate to just let wel 
enough alone. You have a well-ordered police. 
Everybody is safe. Everybody is secure. There 
is no rioting, no disturbance. Just let the thing 
be as itis. Let the Government pay its part ac- 
cording to its property here, and let the city pay 
its part. That is the basis on which the thing 
stands to-day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. BROWN. The police foree is one hu- 
dred. The city pays for one half of them and 
the Federal Government for the other half. That 
number has been efficient in preserving the public 
peace and public order—a thing which was un- 
known here until you established the present 
order of things. I know, from having consulted 


0 


ave 


leir 


What is the number? 


| the assessment rolls, that the Government owns 


know from experience that it 1s indispensable to | 
] 


preserve order. ‘There are Senatdrs on this floor 


who will recollect the state of things which ex- | 


isted before this muard was created. 
gerous to walk upon the streets at night. 

Mr. GRIMES. | should like to know on what 
principle it is that the Government of the United 
States furnishes a police force to the city of Wash- 
ington? ‘The Senator says that experience has 
demonstrated that it 1s necessary that an auxil- 
iary guard should be furnished to the city in order 
to protect the lives and persons and property of 
the people. Ido not know that to be so. It may 
be so; but suppose it is so: where do we get 
authority to furnish a police force to this place? I 


It was dan- 
|, force. 


| 


| 


about half the property here. ‘This matter of an 
efficient police is a thine which affects all of us, 
our families, and our constituents—whoevercomes 
here; and what you are doing is paying about in 
proportion to your interest in the city. [am very 
sorry to sce any motion made against this poli 

It costs you ho great amount of money; 
it insures peace, order, and quiet in the city, 
which, of all cities in the Union, ought to prevail 
here. That there will be some disorder; that 
somebody will be insulted; somebody outraged, 
is inseparable from government; but I think, from 
my observation, that the present police force 1s 
the most efficient you have ever had. It costs you 
very little money, and I hope it will be left updis- 


| turbed. 


understand that the services of these persons are | 


not confined to the public grounds—to the cus- 
tody of the property belonging to the United 
States—but that they are the regular police force 
of the whole city, under the control of the city 
authorities. If this Government has the author- 
ity to furnish such police officers for this city, 
why has it not for every city where the Govern- 
ment owns property? I should like to know why 
itis that we cannot furnish, and ought not to fur- 


} 


Mr. GRIMES. It is very possible that there 
may be a diversity of opinion; and I think there 
is adifference of opinion between the Senator from 
Mississippjand other gentlemen as to the efficiency 
of the pre#™Mt police force. But aside from that, 
the Senator says that the Government of the Uni- 


| ted States owns one half of the property within 
| this city. [ heard that declaration made before 10 
} ~ . ° 

the Senate; and when it was made before, I took 


1} 
| 


nish, a police force for the city of Pensacola, the | 


principal part of which, or the most valuable part 
of which, I understand, is owned by the United 
States Government?) Why do you not furnish a 


police force for my State, where the United States | 


OWNS an immense amountof the real estate of the 
country? I cannot understand upon what prin- 


| ciple it is, 


eurselves. I 


Mr. BROWN. The principle upon which the 
Government of the United States furnishes a po- 
lice for this city is based upon two ideas. The 
first is that you have the exclusive right to legis- 
late here. You have not that right at Pensacola, 
or Milwaukee, or anywhere else inside of a State. 


| 


} 
| 


the trouble to investigate the subject, and I under- 
take to say, without putting myself exactly 1 
contradiction with the Senator from Mississipp!, 
that he is mistaken. He says he has referred to 
the assessment rolls. Well, sir, with all defer- 
ence to him, I say the assessment rolls do_ not 
show any such thing. The property of the Uni 
ted States is not assessed at all, and therefore the 
assessment rolls cannot show the amount that 1s 
owned by the Government, I undertake to say 
that there is not one fiftieth part of the area of the 


| city of Washington that is owned by the Gov- 


| 
| 


i} 


ernment, unless you include the streets. 

Mr. BROWN. I will say to the Senator that, 
under a resolution moved by myself some tree 
years ago, the Secretary of the Interior was re- 


That is (be first proposition; and then the secon: || quired to have a fair valuation put upon the Gov- 


one 36 


| 


| erament property within the limits of this city 
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1960. 


He appointed commissioners, and that valuation 
~- stated as against the valuation of the city 
 horities, and it summed up about twenty-five 
‘hon dollars for the city, and about twenty-five 


—— 


lhe 
TH)hal 


TH 





million dollars for the Government; and upon that | 


- idea of getting upa joint police—the Govern- 
ment paying one half, and the city the other half 
_was based. . : 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator is talking about 
the valuation of property as assessed by some- 
body who was authorized to assess the public 
buildings, probably at what they cost. Iam talk- 
- > about the area of territory that is owned by 
oniwall individuals, corresponding with the area 
if territory that is owned by the United States; 
ad I undertake to say that the Government of 
he United States, within the jurisdiction of the 
city of Washington, does not own one fiftieth 
part of the area that is owned by individuals. 
The Senator says we ought to levy a tax upon 
the people of my county, the people of my State, 
and of every State in the Union, in order to sup- 





port the police force here in this city, because the | 


Government of the United States owns certain 
realestate here that is valuable. It is the very 


fact that we have expended such large amounts | 


. - = 
of money, and have made this property valuable 
that renders the other property so valuable; and 
yet we tax ourselves doubly: rat. by making the 
improvements upon the reservations,,which are 
public grounds, for the benefit of the people of 


Washington, and which they use more than any- | 


body else, more than we; and then, because we 
have expended such vast amounts on these public 


erounds and public buildings so as to render them | 
valuable, we are asked to tax ourselves. That is 


the amount of the argument. Byt the Senator’s 
argument proves too much when he says we 
oughtto do this because we own so much prop- 
erty in this city. Why does he not apply his 


rule to the whole District of Columbia? Why 


does he not furnish a police force to the city of 
Georgetown ? 


Mr. BROWN. Because the Government owns | 


no property in Georgetown. 

Mr.GRIMES. The Senator introduced a prop- 
osition the other day to light the streets in George- 
town, and I understood it to be predicated on the 
fact that we owned some of the streets in that 
city. 

Mr. BROWN. No. 

Mr. GRIMES. If we did not, then I should 
like to know on what basis it was that the Senator 
predicated that proposition? Whatauthority have 
we to go into Georgetown, and light the streets 


there, owned by that corporation, any more than | 


we have to go into the city of Baltimore, and light 
the streets of that jurisdiction? We certainly have 
some jurisdiction in tue District, [ apprehend; and 


why does not the Senator furnish a police force | 


there? The furnishing of this police force to this 
city seems to me violative of every principle; and 
it is another evidence of the fact that this Gov- 
ernment is gradually drawing to itself more and 
more power, and in the end this police force will 
swell up from one hundred men to its thousands, 


and become a guard to any man who may under- | 
take to assume the control of this Government. | 


I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to re- 
consider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Grimes, 
Hamlin, Harlan, King, Trumbull, and Wade—9. 
_NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, 
Clingman, Dixon, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 


Foster, Green, Gwin, Hammoné, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson | 


of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nichulson, 


Pearce, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sumner, Thomson, Toombs, | 


Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—322. 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. | 


_ Mr. GREEN. I offer this amendment, which 


'S recommended by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
‘ppropriated, such amount as may by him be regarded as 
buonable and just for the rent of the rooms occupied 
a the United States courts at Los Angeles, California, 
rom the 27th of October, 1854, to the 5ih of August, 1856. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to offer a portion of an amend- 


—_ that was offered to a former bill, to provide 
Q 


Brown, Cameron, | 


t carrying out treaty stipulations. The matier | and it was decided. 





that was objected to as notcoming within the treaty 
has been stricken out; and now I propose this 
amendment: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That, to provide for 
the faithful execution of the fourth article of the treaty 
with Great Britain of the 9th August, 1842. and to secure 
the releases mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Cath- 
arine C. Ward, of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. 
Stebbins, of Bangor, Maine, each, the sum of $3,353; and 
to James A. Drew, of Chelsea, Massachusetts. and Rufus 
Mansur, of Houlton, Maine, each, the sum of 86.737 ; and 
to Edmund Monroe, of Boston, the sum of $10,155; and to 
Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum ot $3,385: Provided, 
That the above named Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew 
and Mansur, holding titles to the east half of Plymouth 
towuship, and the said Monroe and Sewall, holding titles 
to the west half of Plymouth township, shall respectively 


execute, or cause to be executed, releases as required by | 


the fourth article of said treaty, to the parties holding 
** possessory’’ or ** equitable possessory claims” to the said 
lands under said treaty, as appears of record in the land of- 


| fice of Maine—and that it appear to the satisfaction of the | 


land agent of said State, that such releases do confirm and 
quiet the title Yo such lands as required by the treaty: nd 


provided also, That if there shall be a partial failure tomake | 
or procure such releases as herein provided, a proportional | 


deduction shall be made from the compensation herein 
provided. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not this the amendment 
that was ruled out of order on the miscellaneous 
bill ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That portion of it which re- 
lated to timber is striken out. So it brings in 
nothing but what was within the fourth article of 

the treaty, to quiet the possessory title of the 
| people that were there. There are a hundred and 

fifty people there without a ttle, and these claim- 
| ants are willing to give the title if the proposition 

brought in by the Committee on Claims is agreed 
to; and if they do not give a release, they cannot 
have the money; so that it is strictly within the 
rules. 

Mr. BRAGG. I raise a point of order upon 
the reception of this Seemmlaaae. In order to 
|| make myself understood, it is necessary that I 


|| amendment proposes to pay to these men. I re- 
quested one of the gentlemen at the desk to make 
| out the amount, and it is $33,714. 


| Rhode Island say that the whole of this sum is 
to be appropriated to extinguish the titles to land 
which he considers to come within the provisions 
of the fourth article of the treaty of 1842. I thought 
my friend understood very well that one half this 
claim was for land damages. This whole matter 
was discussed before the Committee on Claims, 


sand acres of land and upwards; and my friend, 

I think, will very well know, when I call his at- 
| tention to it, that two dollars is allowed for the 
value of the land, and two dollars for damages. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Two dollars for the timber 
\! on the land? 

Mr. BRAGG. Two dollars for the timber 
taken off the land; and that very bill which the 
Senator from Rhode Island reported from the 
Committee on Claims, and which I have now be- 
fore me, in the first section proposes to pay these 
parties the sum which [ have here in the aggre- 
| gate before me, specified in the twelfth and thir- 
| teenth lines that it should be ‘in full compensa- 
tion for three thousand three hundred and fifty 
acres of land, including the timber previously 
| taken therefrom;’’ that is, previous to the making 
| of the treaty; and yet, sir, my friend from Rhode 


that was raised the other day; and I say to the 
Senate now, not wishing to consume their time, 
that while I do not believe any part of this claim 


not to be allowed by Congress, yet Lam not dis- 
} posed to discuss thi. question now. But look at 
|| this matter on its very face. I hold here the re- 
|| port of the agent sent to examine these claims, 


| and he states that two dollars an acre was the | 


value of the land, and two dollars was estimated 
| to be the value of the timber which had been taken 
| off previously to the making of the treaty. The 
| Senator from Rhode Island assents. Therefore, 
'| one haif of this claim is for land damages, as | 
|| stated the other day. 
| -We had the same question before the Senate, 
There was an appeal from 


should state the aggregate amount which the | 


and this amount, $33,714, allowed for eight thou- | 
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the Presiding Officer at that time, and the Senate 
sustained him in ruling the amendment out of or- 
der. It amply appears from all the evidence which 
I have before me in the report of the agent sent 
by this body to examine into these claims, from 
the report made by the commissioners of Maine 
to the Legislature of Maine, that two dollars was 
the supposed value of the land for which a claim 
is set up here, and that two dollars in addition, it 
was said, ought to be paid on account of timber 
which had been taken off prior to the year 1839, 
though the treaty was not made until 1842. I say 
this identical question was raised the other day, 
the proposition was ruled out of order, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained by an appeal 
to the Senate. I hope, therefore, the point of or- 
der will be sustained again which [have made. 
will say further, asa reason why I[ think it ought 
to be sustained, and we get rid of this matter, that 
the whole thing is a very complicated one, and I 
shall feel it my duty to go into the merits of the 
case if it comes before the Senate, because, as I 
have already stated, I do not believe any part of 
this claim ought to be paid by the United States; 
but I do not care to do so now, because I think 
the point of order which was made the other day 


| isa valid one. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 
ter-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) As a point of order is raised, the ques- 
tion whether this amendment be in order or not, 
under the 30th rule, depends upon the fact whether 
itis in pursuance of an existing law or treaty 
supulation. That does not present a question 


I shall not debate this mat- 


| for the Chair to decide as a question of order; but 


where a question of order is raised under this 
rule on a proposition like this, it is proper to sub- 
mit to the Senate whether the amendment shall 
be received under the rule. That is the question 
for the Senate now to decide, whether the pro- 
posed amendment shall be received under the 
rule? 


Mr.SIMMONS. The Senator says the bill that 


I reported stated that one half the sum was for 


I have been | 
‘very much surprised to hear my friend from | 


| Island now says that this is only a payment for | 
the land. Why, sir, it is the very same question | 


is within the treaty of 1842, while I believe the | 
whole of it is outside of that treaty, and ought | 


timber. These peoyile took possession of this land, 
when the jurisdiction was in abeyance by an ar- 
rangement between the two nations, with the m- 
ber on it, and they cut the timber off and carried 


| it off. When the man was sent there to estimate 
|| the value of the land, he put the price of the tim- 
_ber at two dollars an acre, and the price of the 


land that was still there without timber at two 


|| dollars. That made four dollars. Now, the Sen- 
lator says, this timber was cut off before 1839. 
| These men were there while the jurisdiction of 


Maine was suspended before 1839, and when 
Maine would have expelled them, but for the 
troops of the United States. 

The Senator says that as to the other tracts 
spoken of, the title is still in the present owners, 
and they only want pay for the timber taken off. 
That was under a diplomatic arrangement, and it 
might not com: within the rule prescribed in the 
rule book, which says it must be under a ‘‘treaty.”” 


| I consider that when it is under a diplomatic ar- 


rangement it comes within the meaning of the 
rule. This amendment, however, now comes 
distinetly within the rule; for the fourth article of 
the treaty provides for this very thing. And this 


| is the amount of the land in the possession of 


those actual settlers—settlers that went on there 
as trespassers provided Maine had the jurisdic- 
tion; but the right of Maine to expel them was 
superseded and controlled by the Government of 
the United States. Therefore they held posses- 
sion; and in making this treaty, in order to deal 
justly and liberally with them, it was agreed that 
their possessory title should be good, and that 
the legal owners should make a good title to them. 
They have waited eighteen years without a title; 


| and there is good reason, I think, for getting this 


through and letting them have a title, and letting 
them make their buildings and improvements 


| such as settlers and possessors of the land ought 


to make. That is the very reason why this is 
urged. That is the answer to the timber part of 
the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I said, the other day, 
when this question was up, that I had no desire 
at all that the Senate should act under a misap- 
prehension in relation to this matter; but that, in 
my judgment, a part of the appropriation con- 
tained inthe amendment then proposed coald not 
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be considered as coming under the treaty; and 
that the simple question was, whether that fact 
should exclude the whole or admit the whole, a 
part of it being within the treaty. 

Now, sir, this is the part that [ stated then and 
believe now comes distinctly and directly within 
the treaty stipulation. The distinction made by 
the Senator from North Carolina is entirely illu- 
sive; there is nothing in it. The statement that 
two dollars was allowed for the land and two dol- 
lars for the timber is only a statement made to 
show how the amount of four dollars is made up 
in the whole. ‘The stipulation of the treaty is, 
that these settlers shall be quieted in the posses- 
sion of their lands. The lands themselves be- 
longed to certain individuals, the original owners. 
They say that they are ready to give releases on 
being paid, and they will not give those releases 
which the Government of the United States has 
provided should be obtained unless they are paid. 
Phe question then arises, how much should they 
be paid; and that they left to us to determine ina 
certain way. In order to determine how much 
they should be paid, to induce them to give these 
releases,asafaircompensation for these lands, the 
United States Government being under an obli- 
gation to procure the releases for these people, the 
Committee on Claims appointed, by permission 
of the Senate, the clerk of the committee as an 
agent to go and ascertain that matter and report to 
the committee. Theclerk reported that the timber 
which had been taken from the lands while they 
were out of the possession of the owners, and in 
the hands of these people who went upon them, 
was worth two dollars an acre on the average, 
and that the lands themselves were worth, clear 
of the timber,as they stand, two dollars, together 
making the sum of four dollars. He therefore 
reported that sum, and gave the facts on which 
the committee state that they were content to 
allow the four dollars an acre made up in that 
way—two dollars for the timber that had been 
taken off and two dollars for the land as it stood 
without timber. That is the simple fact about it. 
They did not report a sum, on the principle which 
the Senator from North Carolina now states, in 
reference to the other timber. With regard to 
the other timber which was reported in the bill 
alluded to, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
states, it is from land now owned by these par- 
ties. There are no releases to be procured with 
regard to that. 

The principle on which payment was reported 
for that timber was, thatatacertain period of time, 
the United States Government, having made an 
arrangement with Great Britain, applied to the 
State of Maine—this land being in controversy, 
but turning out to be within the State of Maine— 
and requested the State of Maine to suspend its 

jurisdiction over the land, in order to avoid a col- 
lision, which might lead to very great expense on 
the part of this Government. ‘The government 
of Maine, in obedience to that request, in order 
to keep the peace, suspended the exercise of its 
jurisdiction—withdrew it. What was the conse- 
quence? The consequence was that trespassers 
went on and stripped the lands of the timber, no- 
body being authorized to take care of it, and no 
State exercising jurisdiction over it. The juris- 
diction of Maine having been withdrawn at the 
request of the Government of the United States, 
the owners of the timber say that, inasmuch as 
their property was sacrificed for the benefit and 
at the request of the United States, the United 


States should pay for it; and so the Committee on | 


Claims decided; but that is a different question 
from the one now before us. This question arises 
strictly under the treaty. The treaty provides 
that the men in possession should be quieted in 
their titles. That being the thing which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States agreed to do, the 
ques'ion arises, how much it shall pay the owners 
in order to get the releases which the owners can- 
not be compelled to give. 
these people, unless they are prohibited by the 
treaty from doing so, which many hold that they 
are, and then their titles would be absolutely 
good. How much shall they be paid, not forthe 
timber as taken off under the original agreement, 


but the fair value of their property which they | 


have iost, and to which they must give a release. 
The Committee on Claims say the timber was 
worth so much, and the land so much, amount- 


ing to four dollars an acre, and that they ought || 


They may eject all | 


to be paid that sum by the Government. Now, | 
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the question comes Cistinctly under the treaty, || 


not as somuch timberand se much land, but as the 
elements going to make up the price of the land 


on this point of order. 

Mr. BRAGG. I am very glad to see that the 
honorable Senator from Maine has obtained some 
information in relation to this matter, which he 
did not possess the other day when it was before 
the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I certainly did possess 
the same inforniation then. I stated that the whole 
of this came within the treaty, and the other did 
not. 

Mr. BRAGG. I stated then, as those Senators 
who were here will distinctly remember, that the 
claim then presented amounted to upwards of 
fifty-five thousand dollars; of which more than 
forty thousand dollars was for land damages. 
The Senator most positively and unequivocally 
denied it. Now, sir, it has been admitted; for the 
claim which has been withdrawn, (damages at 
one dollar per acre on twenty-three thousand 
acres of land,) and one half of the amount of the 
present claim, which is $33,714, I think, will | 
amount to about forty thousand dollars, as | | 
stated the other day. I stated that; and the hon- 
orable Senator undertook to correct me, and to 
say that I was laboring under a total mistake. I 
told him then I was right about this matter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I understood the Sena- | 
tor to state, the other day, that the timber claim, 
exclusive of the land claim, amounted to upwards | 
of forty thousand dollars, which did not come 
within the treaty. 

Mr. BRAGG. I deny that any of it comes 
within the treaty. You are assuming that it 
comes within the treaty. I stated that, of the ag- 
gregate sum which it was proposed to give these 
parties, $40,000 of it, in ned numbers, was for 
damages for cutting timber. I did not admit then, 
and I do not admit now, that one dollar of this 
amount comes within the provisions of the treaty 


of 1842. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. We will consider that 


' when the question of order is decided. 


The Senator assumes that, and | 


Mr. BRAGG. 
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that the committee, for these eight thousand ac; 
of land and upwards, did allow the sum 











ray) 
i 


It was so argued by him. He knows 


$33,000. 


| very well that 1 asked for an explanation on thar 
itself. That is the simple question—the only one |) ; 


point, and that that was the manner in which it 


| was explained; and that of this aggregate sum of 


dence, was allowed for the timber cut off bety 


$33,000, two dollars an acre, according to the eyj- 


: : een 
the years 1832 and 1839, and two dollars was a). 
lowed for the value of the land itself, after t), 
timber was cut off. 

These are facts; and why will gentlemen ris, 
here and say they do not admit this thing? My 

: > any 
friend from Rhode Island knows very well tha: 


| it was upon that basis of argument and of fiers 


produced by him that that amount was allowe; 
and allowed for this purpose. And yet lam me; 
here by Senators saying they do not admit this 


thing. ore sir, the evidence is before me, but 
I care not whether the amount of two dollars ay 


acre is allowed, or any other sum. I say that a 
part of this claim is for damages which, upon the 


| most liberal construction of the treaty, talrine 


| title being set up under the treaty, and the eight 


everything that gentlemen insist upon, cannot by 
brought within the provisions of the treaty at al. 
And why do I say so?) The honorable Senai- 
from Maine says that there is a distinction bpe- 
tween the twenty-three thousand acres of |ayj 
here which parties now hold, without any adverse 


| thousand acres which they hold to which there 


| is a claim on the part of these squatters, 


What 
does the treaty provide? 

I am sorry to have to take up the time of the 
Senate a little while, for I see gentlemen are tired 
of this claim; but it becomes necessary to explain 
how this controversy arises. Long before there 


| was any dispute as to this matter, the State of 


argues as if that were so. I do not propose to go || 


into that question now, because it 1s not before 
the Senate, and I do not wish to take up the time 
of the body in discussing a question of that kind 
on a point of order. I think the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine should not have taken that for 
granted, with a view of carrying out his case 
here; but I wish simply to remind him of the fact 
that the other day, when this matter was before 
the Senate on a point of order, I made the state- 
ment then—and [ wish honorable Senators to rec- 
ollect it—that of this claim, whether within the | 
treaty or not, $40,000 in round numbers was for | 
damages in cutting timber off this land; and now 
itis admitted, not only by the Senator from Rhode | 
Island, but by the Senator from Maine himself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I admit no such thing. 
I deny it now. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
thing. 

Mr. BRAGG. I understood the Senator from | 
Rhode Island to assent to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I stated that when posses- 
sion was taken of this land, this timber was upon 
it, and in making up the value that ought to be 
said for the release of the title, we valued the tim- 


I never admitted any such | 


yer at two dollars, and the land at two dollars, || 


making four dollars an acre. 

Mr. BRAGG. Precisely. All of the evidence 
before us shows that fact. Then if there is any 
difference between the honorable Senator and 
myself, it is merely as to the amount. It is ad- 
mitted that a part of this claim 1s for timber dam- 


| ages, and the question between us is as to amount, 


'| the timber was cut. 
that; there can be none. 


If | were disposed to argue this matter, I might 

go into the evidence before me; but the Senator | 
from Rhode Island admits that, according to the 
report, two dollars of it was for the timber cut and | 


| two dollars the estimated value of the land after 


There is no dispute about 
Gentlemen may turn 
around and say we do not admit so and so; but it 
was upon that basis, as the Senator from Rhode | 
Island ought to know, and I think does know—— | 
Mr. SIMMONS. What is it? 
Mr. BRAGG I say it was upon that basis 


Massachusetts, then owning lands in that region 
of country, made two grants, one to General 
Eaton, for military services, of a large body o? 
land, some twenty thousand acres, perhaps—it is 
unnecessary for me to state the amount—and an- 
other to the town of Plymouth, for school pur- 
poses. Here was a large amount of land, in the 
aggregate some two hundred thousand acres, or 
upwards. When the treaty of 1842 was made, 
this land which had been granted out to Eaton, 
and the Plymouth grant, fell within what was 
called the disputed territory. Before the treaty 
was made there was certain correspondence of 


| the American negotiator, Mr. Webster, in relation 


to this matter. In factit was doubted, and I think 
doubted with great force and propriety, whether 
this Government had any right to cede away any 
of the territory of a sovereign State. What did 
Mr. Webster do? After he and the British min- 
ister had agreed upon the terms of settlement—and 
which settlement was brought about in this way: 
a part of the territory which Maine had claimed 
was to be given up, and we got compensation fur- 
ther up, westwardly of the territory which had 
been claimed by Maine, and by which there was 
a small accession to the States of Vermont, New 


| Hampshire, and New York—he made a commu- 


nication to certain commissioners who had been 
appointed on the part of the States of Massacliu- 
setts and Mainc in relation to this treaty, in order 
to get their assent; for Massachusetts still held a 
title toa large portion of land there which she 
formerly held, before the State of Maine was sc 
apart and became a sovereign State. Massacliu- 
setts and Maine owned lands there jointly, and 
Maine owned lands in severalty. 

Now what was the provision of the treaty ant 
what was agreed upon? As I have said, before 
the treaty was made, Mr. Webster communicated 


| with these commissioners, and they assented to 


the making of the treaty, and upon what terms: 
In the first place he offered to them $150,000 as 4 
consideration for their assenting to this loss o! 
territory, and this change of boundary. W hat 
did they say to that?) They said: we do not think 
this enough; we want more; we think you ought 
to give us more. Thereupon Mr. Webster agreed 
to double the amount which was to be given 
them. In other words, $150,000 was given ' 


| Maine, and $150,000 was provided, under the fifth 


article of the treaty, to be given to Massaclwuset's. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina will suspend his remarks. 
The hour of four o’clock having arrived, the 5c! 
ate will take a recess until six o’clock, agrecable 
to special order of the Senate. 
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ne EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 


TERM OF KENTUCKY COURTS. 

Mr. POWELL. Iask the consent of the Sen- | 
ate to take up the bill of the House of Represent- 
atives No. 819. It ought to be put on its passage 
at once, and will not take a moment. P 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 819) providing for additional 
terms of the cireuit and district courts in the State 
of Kentucky. It provides that, in addition to the 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the district of Kentucky, now pro- 
vided for by law, a term of the cireuit court and 
of the district court of the United States for the | 
district of Kentucky shall be held in the city of 
Louisville, in that district, commencing on the | 
fourth Monday in April in each year; and aterm 
of each of the courts is likewise to be held at that 
city, commencing on the fourth Monday in Sep- 
tember in each year. Each of the terms 1s tocon- 
tinue, if the business shall require it, twelve ju- 
dicial days; and special terms of the courts, or | 
either of them, may be held at the city of Louis- | 
ville, at such other times as the district judge may | 
appoint; and process may be made returnable to 
any general or special term of the district or cir- 
cuit court, at the city of Louisville, at any suc- 
ceeding term thereof, notwithstanding a term of | 
the courts may, in the mean time, be held at the 
seat of government of the State of Kentucky, or | 
elsewhere. Italso provides for holding additional 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the Uni- 
ted States for the district of Kentucky, twice dur- 
ing each year, at Covington, commencing on the 
second Monday in January and September, and 
if the public business shall require it, special 
terms of the courts, or either of them. It further | 
provides for the holding of additional terms of the 
cireuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Kentucky, twice during each and 
every year, at Paducah, Kentucky, commencing 
at such times as may be fixed by the presiding 
judge of the court, and continuing twelve judicial 
days each, if the public business shall require it; 
and special terms at such other times as the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the district of 
Kentucky may appoint. 

Other provisions are made for the regulation 
of clerks’ offices, the return of process, the estab- 
lishment of rules and regulations by the district 
judge, and all other things that are nggessary to 
carry out the objects of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Print- 





Mr. Hempuicy on the 8th instant, to print extra 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents onagriculture, reported it with an amendment | 
to strike out fifteen thousand and insert ten thou- 
es and it was considered and agreed to, as fol- 
OWS: 


Ordered, That ten thousand copies of the annual report 
ofthe Commissioner of Patents on agriculture be printed, 
in addition to the ten thousand ordered February 9, 1860, 
for the use of the Senate. 

EDWARD ELY. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 shall be glad to have the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take up a 
bill, which I think will not take more than two 
minutes to pass, to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle a small account of a deceased 
consulat Bombay. Itinvolves an amount which 
cannot be settled because the vouchers were lost. 
I move to take up that bill, (S. No. 411,) to au- 
thorize the settlement of the accounts of Edward 
Ely, deceased, late consul of the United States at 

ombay, on principles of justice and equity. It 
has been reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

There being ne objection, the bill was read a 
Second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 

reasury to settle, upon principles of justice and 
equity, the accounts of Edward Ely, deceased, 
late consul of the United States at mbay, and 
directs him to pay to the legal representatives of 
the decedent whatsoever sum shall appear to be 
due him upon the settlement of the account. 





| 


Mr. BIGLER. I will state the facts of the 
case. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Never mind; it is all right. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading, read the third time, and passed. 





TONNAGE DUTIES. 


Mr. TOOMBS. My honorable friend, the chair- | 


man ofthe Committee on Commerce, [Mr. Cray,] 
has been sick for the last two weeks, and he has 
a small bill here, which he is anxious to pass, 
giving the assent of Congress to a law of the State 
of Alabama to levy tonnage duty for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Mobile. 
dollar in it. It is simply to give that authority. 

Mr. GRIMES. I object to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Do you object to it? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I ask the majority of the 
Senate to take itup. I shall not take one objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. KING. Lask for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You shall have them, from 
now till the end of the session. 

Mr. KING. I desire to say that a proposition 


| to levy tonnage duties ought not to be taken up 


in this way with a very thin Senate, 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is to allow a State to impose 
tonnage duties on herself. 

Mr. HUNTER. Who objects to it? 


Mr. TOOMBS. Those gentlemen who want 


|| new allies for their robbery. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the ques- 
tion of taking up this bill, the Senator from ‘New 
York has demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
what the bill is. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Here is the bill. 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


ator want the bill read ? 


Mr. KING. I want it read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (S. 
No. 85) ‘declaring the consent of Congress to any 
ct which may be passed by the Legislature of 
the State of Alabama, authorizing the municipal 
authorities of the city of Mobile to impose and 
collect a duty on the tonnage of vessels from any 
port entering the port of Mobile. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Can the bilt be taken up 
except by general consent? 
Mr. TOOMBS. Why not? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is competent 
for a majority of the Senate to take it up. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. While another bill is 
ending? 


Mr. HAMLIN. There is another hill before 


| the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first busi- | 


ness in order is that which was under considera- 


| tion when the Senate took a recess; but that can 
| be passed over by the body, and they can pro- 


ceed to the consideration of other business. 
Mr. TOOMBS. It is a question for a majority 
of the Senate. I am asking it on behalf of an 


absent friend, and it can be determined now as | 


well as at any other time. 
act of justice. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a question that will 
be very much discussed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Come and discuss it. 
ready to meet a discussion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a matter of that kind 
that I think should hardly be taken up in the 
present condition of business. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You can pass money bills, but 
you cannot pass a bill to allow the people to tax 
themselves. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish the Senator from 
Georgia would give way, to allow me to take up 
a little bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will not give way. I want 
the Senate to consider it or defeat it. Itis not my 
bill. The chairman of the committee has been 
sick for two or three weeks, and he wants the bill 
considered. If the Senate ts not full enough to 
consider it, they are not full enough to consider 
the depletion of the Treasury. 

Mr. GRIMES. I was the one who objected to 
this bill being taken up, and I objected for this 


It is to do a simple 


I am 


There is not a | 


I should like to know | 


| 
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reason: I think thata very important principle is 
involved in it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So there is. 

Mr. GRIMES. We settle the principle in this 
case that a corporation, or individuals, or a State, 
may levy tonnage duties at the mouth of a river 
so as to control the navigation of the stream. 
Now, I live on the Mississippr river; and I am 
not willing to cede to the city of New Orleans, or 
to the State of Louisiana, the privilege to con- 
trol the entire commerce of that stream. Atany 


| rate, | am not willing that the Senate, in the pres- 








ent condition of things here, with the seats near] 
omer? should take up a question of that kind, 
and settle it, so as to use a precedent which will 


| be considered as foreclosing the whole question 


in future. I desire to say, in addition, that ] cer- 
tainly did not object because of the absence of the 
Senator from Alabama, for whom I entertain very 


| great respect; but I certainly objected to it be- 


cause it involves, in my apprehension, a great 


| principle, which very deeply affects the people of 


my State. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The great principle here is 
simply to allow the people, according to forty pre- 
eedents, to tax themselves. The Senate 1s full 
enough to vote money out of the Treasury. If 
itis full enough for one question, it is full enough 
for another, and I will insist on this bill, or that 


| no legislation shall be carried out until the Senate 


is full. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe it has not been 


customary with the Senate in its present state to 


take up bills to which there was any oo 


| Ifa motion is made to take up a particular bill, 


and objection is made that the Senate is too thin, 
itis laid aside. It is only by a sort of courtesy 
that we take up bills in tik a condition of the 
Senate as the present, when there is no objection 
made from any quarter, because it is understood 
there is no objection to the bill itself. It isa ver 

different thing when you come to take up a bill 
which Senators must know will create a great 


| deal of discussion, to which there is very serious 


objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I did not suppose there was 
an honest man who objected to it. It is to allow 
them, in accordance with the precedents for forty 
years, to tax themselves. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is very consider- 
able objection to it. Ido not claim to be over 
honest, and make no particular professions any 
more than anybody else; and yet, sir, at present, 


| in my present view, [ am opposed to this bill. I 
| do not know that I should be, on full discussion 


and examination. It is a question I did not sup- 
pose would come up now. I have held myself in 
reserve upon it, without committing myself at 
all. Lam willing to give it a fair consideration; 
but to take a question of that kind up in the pres- 


| ent condition of the Senate, and urge it to a con- 


clusion when nobody is prepared to disevss it, ex- 


| cept, perhaps, the friends of the bill, I think is 
| hardly the ordinary course to be pursued under 
| such circumstances. I never should think of mov- 


ing to take upa bill, though Ido not cleim to 
make any rule for others, to which I knew, or had 
reason to know, there was considerable objection 
under such circumstances. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Let me tell you, when you 


| say this is an extraordinary measure, that, for 


forty years there has never been the least objec- 
tion to such propositions, except by the friends 
of internal improvements, who want to make 


| allies for bad projects of those who have good 


ones. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


There are a great many 


| friends of internal improvements upon this floor, 
Mr. President; and, according to the mode of logic 





adopted by the Senator from Georgia, 1 suppose 


| they are all men who want to rob the Treasury 


for private purposes. 
Mr. TOOMBS. That is my view. You de- 
Mr. FESSENDEN. All who have the misfor- 
tune to differ with the Senator from Georgia, are 
robbers of the Treasury, and do not know any- 
thing either. It isa very easy way of disposing 
of people. The query is, whether he makes any- 
hel else believe it. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


| scribed me properly. 


I believe the appropriation 


bill is the business in order, on which the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Brace] has the 
floor; and I hope we will go on with it. 


Se a ay NAR 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maine is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will yield for the ap- 
propriation bill to come up. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say we shall have no more 
drains on the Treasury until! we have enough 
members present to dispose of any matter that 
comes up here; and I know that 1s putting a stop- 
per on Black Republican legislation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does not 
trouble me by any such threat as that atall. The 
Senator would be very glad undoubtedly to puta 
stopper on Black Re publicanism ; but that is out 
of his power, thank God, if he were to try it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not think it is. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make a simple state- 
ment. In the first place, tue Senator from Geor- 
gia knows that I was opposed to this bill in com- 
mittee, 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
objections. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes,sir: I am here, it is true, 
to make my objections. 1 opposed it in commit- 
cee; and I think Lam justified in saying that other 
members of that committee, who had not as fully 
examined it at that time as they have subse- 
quently, will also oppose it with mys lf. Now, 
when the Senator says that forty bills have pass d 


You are here to make your 


of this description without any objection from any 
quarts rT. he ex rtainly commits one material error; 
and [I will tell him what itis. Within the last 
twenty years certainly, and [ think for more than 
that, | know of no bill that has been passt d au- 
thorizing tonnage duties upon anything except 
imports upon vessels that enter from foreign 
countries. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is not so. 

Mr HAMLIN. I know it within the last fif- 
tecn or twenty years; and lam not certain that 
any other law than one of that kind ever did pass 
on this subject. I doubt it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will only state to the Sena- 
tor that | am prepared to show from the statute- 
book that his statement is incorrect. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ihave not said it was not so. 
I have only expressed a doubt about it; but I say 
that, in the seventeen years of my experience here, 
Ihave never known any bill asked for that im- 
posed a tonnage duty upon any other vessels than 
those which clear from a foreign port, whatever 
may have been the early rule. If itis as the Sen- 
ator says, it is not in accordance with the recent 
practice of the Government. I recollect several 
bills—one for Baltimore—that have passed within 
my personal knowledge. ‘They have all allowed 
the assessment of tonnage duties on vesse!s which 
have entered from a foreign port, but have not 
allowed na tax upon our domestic commerce be- 
tween State and State. 

Again, the Senator knows very well that my 
opinion is that the whole thing ts unconstitutional ; 
that you have no right to impose a duty on ton- 
nage that enters a port in one State coming from 
a portinanother State. Thatis not the Senator’s 
opinion, | know; but he is entitled to his opinions, 
and with them he shall also have the privilege of 
maintaining his own epinions in his own way. I 
will do precisely the same thing. 

Now, sir, | have at my room the papers which 
I have collected in a partial investigation of this 
matter. I did not suppose, inasmuch as it was to 
be contested, and the Senator from Alabama so 
understood it, that it was to come up at the heel 
of the session among disputable matter; but if it 
is, Task, mm justice, that | may have the papers 
which lL have collected for the purpose of stating 
my Views upon the case, to give to the Senate the 
result of my own investigation. I cannot do it 
here now. Ido not think the Senator from Ala- 
bama, if he were in his seat, would ask the Sen- 
ate to take itup now. That he might desire to 
take it up at some proper moment between now 
and the close of the session is very probable; but 
that he would attempt to press us to a decision at 
this time I do not think is true. Iam sure I do 
not believe he would; and, while he asked his 
friend from Georgia to take it up, I do not think 
he himself would press it under the circumstances. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. GREEN. 


I beg leave to make a report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order while this subject is under consideration. 


Se RAPE eee PGs HT TPE >” 


While Senators are coming in, | 


Mr. GREEN. 
it. It isa House bill which I have been instructed 
by the committee to report back, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order, unless by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, 

Mr. GREEN. That is what I have asked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 703) 
making appropriations for the payment of the 
expenses of the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota, have directed me to reportit 
back, and recommend its passage, with an amend- 
ment It is a small bil 


want it disposed of now. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


action on anything now except the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. GREEN. 

I will not press it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I cannot consent to it. 

Mr. GREEN. If there should be the slightest 
objec tion to the bill, I will not press it, but will 
allow it to go on the Calendar. 

Mr. KING. Let it to go on the Calendar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Sen- 
ator from Virginia insist on the regular order of 
business? 

Mr. HUNTER. 
for anything now. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
(11. R. No. 339) making appropriations for the 
legislative,executive, and judicial expenses of the 


If there is any debate upon it, 


Yes, sir. I cannot give way 


Government for the year ending the 30th of June, | 


1861, the pending question being on receiving, 
under the 30th rule, the following amendment, 
submitted by Mr. Simmons: 


mm 


Src.—. And be it further enacted. That to provide for | 


the faithful execution of the fourth article of the treaty with 


Great Britain of the 9th August, 1842, and to secure the rep | 


leases mentioned in said treaty, the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any money | 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catharine 
©. Ward, of Roxbury, Massachusetts, and Laura A. Steb- 


bins, of Bangor, Maine, each the sum of $3,353; and to | 


James A. Dreav. of Chelsea, Massachusetts, and Rufus 
Mansur, of Houlton, Maine, each the sum of $6,737 ; and to 
Edmund Monroe, of Boston, the sum of $10,155, and to 
Benjamin Sewall, of Boston, the sum of $3,385: Provided, 
That the above-named Ward, Stebbins, Drew, and Man- 
sur, holding titles to the Eaton grant, and the said Drew 





; and Mansur, holding titles to the east half of Plymouth 


township, and the said Monroe and Sewall, holding titles 
to the west half or Plymouth township, shall respectively 
execute, Or. cause to be executed, releases as required by 
the fourth article of said treaty ,to the parties holding * pos- 
sessory’’ or “equitable possessory claims” 


Maine; and that it appear to the satisfaction of the land 


agent of said State that such releases do confirm and quiet | 
| the title to such lands as required by the treaty: .@nd pro- 


vided also, Thatif there shall be a partial failure to make 
or procure such releases as herein provided, a proportional 
deduction shall be made from the compensation herein pro- 


| vided. 


Mr. BRAGG. °*Mr. President, when the Sen- 
ate took a recess, l was about to show what were 
the provisions of the treaty of 1842, and how 
those provisions came to be made or inserted; at 
least, the particular provisions under which it was 


sought to make this appropriation for these claim- | 
I had stated that, long prior to the making 


ants. 
of the treaty, two grants had been issued for lands 
in this disputed territory by the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, which then owned: one to General 
Eaton, for military services, for some twenty 


thousand acres, and another to the township of | 


Plymouth fora large number of acres; making, in 


the aggregate, I believe, some thirty-two or thirty- | 


three thousand acres of land. 
The Senator from Maine had assumed that the 
provision for the payment cf the original owners, 


| or those claiming under the original owners, in 


cases where possessory adverse titles were held, 


| came within the fourth article of the treaty of 1842. 


When | was up before I did not care to discuss 
that question at all; but inasmuch as the Senator 


| from Maine has assumed that to be the case, and | 
|} has insisted that the amount which is named in 


I ask unanimous consent to do | 


, that proyision in it without the assent of th; 
to correcta little den- | 
ciency in the Legislature of Minnesota, and I | 


I have no objection to the | 
bill being reported, but I cannot consent to allow | 








to said lands | 
under said treaty, as appears of record in the land office of 
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this amendment is really and substantially fo, ¢4, 
land itself, and not for any damages as yy Wy 
think it best, in order that the Senate may under. 
stand this matter, to go somewhat into the history 
of this treaty,and to show how this fourth artic’, 
of the treaty came to be incorporated into it, ang 
what was the true intent and meaning of it by the 
negotiators who made the treaty. 

1 stated that after the line had been agrced upon 
by Mr. Webster and Lord Ashburton, Mr, W, b. 
ster made known that fact to the commissioners 
from the States of Massachusetts and Maine: fo, 
it was very well understood, and he so states ‘ 
them, that that treaty would not be made wit) 
two States who owned the land, which would fy); 
perhaps, some on one side and some on the othe; 
of this proposed compromise line. He stated ty 
the commissioners that, in consideration of those 
States being deprived of a certain portion of their 
lands, the Government of the United States woy)j 
pay them $150,000. Nothing was then said abou; 
these claims, either to grantees claiming under thy 
one or the other parties; that is, citizens of New 
Brunswick, subjects of the Queen of Great Bri. 
ain, or of the citizens of Maine or of Massachy- 
setts. He offered them $150,000. The commis. 
sioners, however, thought that sum inadequate, 
especially the commissioners from Massachusetts, 
and they insisted on double that amount, if al. 
lowed to be divided equally between the two 
States. Mr. Webster agreed to that; and that 
amount, as I will show directly, is provided to be 
paid, and has been paid, under the fifth article of 
the treaty, to these two States. But in addition 
to that, the commissioners from the State of Maine 
made a further demand of this Government; and 
what was that? I have it here before me; and 
that furnished the basis upon which this fourth 
article of the treaty was made. They said this: 

** The commissioners of Maine request that the follow- 
ing provisions, or the substance thercof, shall be incorpo- 
rated in the proposed treaty, should one be agreed on: 

©}. That the amount of * the disputed territory fund’ (so 
called) received by the authorities of New Brunswick, jor 
timber cut on the disputed territory, shall be paid over to 
the United States, forthe use of Maine and Massachusetts, 
in full, and a particular account rendered, or a gross sum, 
to be agreed upon by the commissioners of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts, shall be paid by Great Britain as a settlement 
of that fund; and that all claims, bonds, and securities, 
taken for timber cut upon the territory, to be transferred to 


| the authorities of Maine and Massachusetts. 


“2. That all grants of land within that portion of the dis 
puted territory conceded to Great Britain, made by Main 
and Massachusetts, or either of them, shall be confirmed, 
and all equitable possessory titles shall be quieted to those 
who posses#@he claims ; and we assent to a reciprocal pro- 
vision for the benefit of settlers falling within the limits of 
Maine, and we trust that the voluntary suggestion of the 
British minister in regard to John Baker, and any others, 
if there be any similarly situated pwill be carried into effect, 
so as to secure their rights. 

© 3. That the right of free navigation of the St. Jolin, as 


| set forth in the proposition of Mr. Webster, on the part of 


the United States, shall extend to and inelude the products 
of the soil in the same inanner as the products of the forest, 
and that no toll, tax, or duty be levied upon timber coming 
from the territory ot Maine.” 

ell, sir, Mr. Webster admitted that sugges- 

Well, sir, Mr. Webster admitted that sug 
tion, and hence the fourth article of the treaty 
under which it is now insisted that these parties 
are entitled to have from the United States the 
value of certain lands amounting to upwards of 
eight thousand acres. It is said that by virtue of 
this article of the treaty of 1842, these possessory 
claimants are quieted in their title and that against 
the original grantees for years and years before. 
Here is the fourth article of the treaty: 

“All grants of land heretofore made by either party, 
within the limits of the territory which by this treaty falls 
within the dominions of the other party, shall be held val, 
ratified, and confirmed to the persons in possession uncer 
such grants, to the same extent as if such territory had by 
this treaty fallen within the dominions of the party by 
whom such grants were made; and all equitable possess!) 
claims, arising from a possession and improvement 0! aily 
lot or parcel of land by the person actually in possession, 0f 
by those under whom such person Claims, for more than 
six years before the date of this treaty, shall, in like man- 
ner, be deemed valid, and be confirmed and quieted by & 
release, to the person entitled thereto, of the title to sucl 
lot or parcel of land, so described as best to include the im 
provements made thereon ; and in all other respects the twe 
contracting parties agree to deal upon the most liberal prin 
ciples of equity with the settlers actually dwelling upon (° 
territory failing to them, respectively, which has heretotore 
been in dispute between them.” 

It will be seen, as to those settlers, who, I sup- 
pose nobody will dispute, were British subjects, 
not citizens of Maine or of Massachusetts—and 

vill show the materiality of that directly—that 


he 


British subjects, as well as grantees under t 
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‘ A pr erry, ny . , 
-oyince of New Brunswick, should have their \| tained these parties had been in possession for six 
vrants and possessions protected precisely to the || years prior to the making of the treaty, or where 


-ame extentas citizens of Maine and Massachu- 
~ tts would have their possessions or their grants 
from their respective States protected, In case it 
should turn out theirclaims fell onthe New Bruns- 
wick side of the line. It was to be mutual; and 
that arrangement was made at the suggestion of 


the commissioners of Maine. Then comes the | 
ffth article of the treaty, also made at the sugges- | 


tion of these same commissioners: 
«¢ Whereas, in the course of the controversy respecting 


the disputed territory on the northeastern boundary, some | 
moneys have been received by tlre authorities of her Bri- | 
tannic Majesty’s province of New Brunswick, with the | 


intention of preventing depredations on the forests of the 
caid territory, Whicii moneys were to be carried to a fund 
called the ¢ disputed tervitory fund’? °— 

[ will say, now, that was by virtue of an ar- 
rangement between the two Governments, that 
neither would claim title, which took piace in the 
yeor 1832. That is what the Senator from Rhode 


island calls the diplomatic arrangements—not a | 


treaty, but the diplomatic arrangements. Between 
that year and the year 1839 certain squatters 
came in and cut this timber. ‘The Government 


of the province of New Brunswick had made an | 


arrangement or understanding with our Govern- 
ment, inasmuch as fees were exacted from these 
yersons Who went upon the land and cut this tim- 
a that the amount of that fund should be held 
sacred, and should be kept until the question as 


to who this territory belonged to should be set- | 


tled. You will perceive that the commissioners 
from Maine insisted that the fund should be ob- 
tained from the British Government, either the 
exact amount which had been paid over to the 


authorities of New Brunswick, or a gross sum to | 


be paid over to the States of Maine and Massa- 
chusetts, for the very purpose of indemnifying 
them or their citizens against the tyespasses com- 
mitted by these squatters or timber-getters. Now, 
here wasa fund. The fifth article of the treaty 
continues: 

“The proceeds whereof, it was agreed, should be here- 
after paid over to the parties interested, in the proportions 
to be determined by a final settlement of boundaries, it is 
hereby agreed that a correct account of all receipts and 
payments on the said fund shall be delivered to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States within six months after the 
ratification of this treaty; and the proportion of the amount 
due thereon to the States of Maine and Massachusetts, and 
any bonds or securities appertaining thereto, shall be paid 
and delivered over to the Government of the United States ; 
and the Government of the United States agrees to receive 
for the use of, and pay over to, the States of Maine and 


Massachusetts, their respective portions of said fund; and | 


further, to pay and satisty said States, respectively, for all 
claims for expenses incurred by them in protecting the said 
heretofore disputed territory, and making a survey thereof, 
in 1838; the Government of the United States agreeing, with 


the States of Maine and Massachusetts, to pay them the fur- | 


ther sum of $300,000, in equal moicties, on account of their 
assent to the line of boundary described in this treaty, and 
in consideration of the conditions and equivalents received 
therefor from the Government of her Britannic Majesty.” 

These are the two articles, then, of the treat 
in relation to this matter. How did the authori- 
ties of the State of Maine construe this treaty ? 
How was it construed, or what was the interpret- 
ation put upon it by the negotiator? Webster’s 
very language is in the report which I have be- 
fore me, on page 54. In a letter to the British 
negotiator, he said: 

“ Provision should also be made for quieting and con- 
firming the titles of all persons having claims to lands on 
either side of the line, whether such titles be perfect or 
inchoate only, and to the same extent in which they would 
have been confirmed by their respective Governments had 
no change taken place.’ 

I beg the Senate to remember that. He said 
that provision should be made in the same man- 
ner and to the same extent in which they would 
have been confirmed by their respective Govern- 
ments had no change taken place.” 

[asked the question just now, how did the State 
of Maine construe this treaty? In the year 1843, 
very soon after the ratification of the treaty, the 
Legislature of Maine passed a series of resolves, 
for the purpose of carrying out this provision of 
the treaty in relation to the lands which were 
claimed ‘by these settlers, or claimed by the 
srantees under the province of New Brunswick. 

t never was pretended that this Government was 
to make good these claims at all; but she ap- 
pointed commissioners, and directed them to go 
into this territory and have it surveyed. The 
State.of Maine did the same, for she owned a 
part of the land. It further provided that, after 
these surveys were made, whenever it was ascer- 








it was ascertained that there was a grant, there 


was to be a release on the part of the authorities | 


of these respective States, so as to quiet and set- 


| tle the titles of these respective partes; and that 
| was done. 


Now, Mr. President, it is very clear to me that 
the States of Maine and Massachusetts considered 
the matter at that time. 


These parties had no claim at all. It was not 


supposed they had any claim on the General Gov- | 


ernment; for it is provided in the treaty in regard 


to this very fund to pay for damages that had | 


been committed on the land—which, according to 


| this report, amounted to nearly nine thousand 
| pounds sterling—that it should be collected by the 


General Government of this country, and trans- | 


ferred to the States of Maine and Massachusetts 


for the very purpose of indemnfying them and | 
| their citizens for these alleged trespasses—nothing | 
| more and nothing less. 
| tion that this provision was made reciprocal. In | 
other words, if a citizen of Maine was in posses- | 


t 


| sion of a large grant of land which fell on the New 


Brunswick side, his title was to be respected, 
although it was but a possession of six years; if, 


| on the contrary, a subject of the British Govern- 


| this negotiation. 


ment had a claim of a similar character, either 


|| under grant or by possession, to land which fell 
| on the south side of the line, his title was to be | 
That was the whole question, and | 


respected. 
nothing more. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I willask my honorable frien 


| from North Carolina whether he has seen the de- 


cision of the supreme court of Maine on this ques- 
tion? . 
Mr. BRAGG. [ am coming to that directly. 


But, Mr. President, it is insisted now that the || 


effect of this treaty was to divest the rights of pri- 
vate claimants; to take away their title; and, by 
the operation of the treaty, proprio vigore, that 
amounted to giving the title to a grantee from the 
authorities of New Brunswick, or to any person 
from that side of the line in possession of the land 


of any party who had a grant or ttle for it from | 


either the State of Maine or the State of Massa- 
chusetts. 


public lands belonging to the respective parties in 
There were lands belonging to 


| the Crown on the north side of thisland. They 








were public lands, or rather lands belonging to 


| the States of Maine and Massachusetts, on the 
It could not have been in- | 
tended, notwithstanding any decision to the con- | 


south side of the line. 


trary, that this provision should apply to any 
other lands than those; for this Government had 
no right to undertake by treaty, or anything else, 
to deprive any man of the title to his land for 
which he had a grant from the State of Massa- 
chusetts, which carried the whole title. 
not so intended. It isa total mistake of the mean- 
ing and operation of the treaty, as I think I shall 
be able to show directly, to suppose thatany such 
construction should have been put upon it. 

lL have said that the States of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts so considered this matter. They went 


| on to have these surveys made and to conve 


titles, to release the titles; and it was not until 
ten years after this time, in the year 1854, that a 
different view was taken of this matter. Since 
that time, these parties have come here and asked 
the Government to pay them the value of these 
lands. These squatters upon the Eaton grant 
and the Plymouth township grant come here and 
ask the Government to pay them for the land 
and for damages done to it before they held it; 


| and, in addition to that, the State of Maine is 


setting up a claim, as appears from resolves here, 
to the land, the titles of which she has released 


under the provisions of the treaty to which I have | 


already adverted. Notwithstanding she had con- 
veyed a large portion, she says, after that decision 
in 1854 was made by one of her courts, that she 
is ready to convey the balance of the land, about 
thirteen thousand acres, provided the General 
Government will pay her for it, and provided also 
that the General Government will pay these par- 
ties whose titles she proposes to quiet, and thereby 
to have it released over to these squatters. That 
is what she said, and here isthe report before me. 


Now, sir, how was that decision made? [In | 


It was a matter for them. | 


It was at their sugges- | 





I have shown already, from what Mr. | 
Webster said, I think, that it was never intended | 
this treaty should apply to anything except the 


It was | 





| lutions before me. 
| was set up b 
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| 1854 a controversy arose between one Little and 
/a man by the name of Watson. 


There was a 
grant of land from the State of Maine or Massa- 
chusetts—I do not remember precisely which— 
which lay on both sides of this treaty line; one 
art of it lying in New Branswick, and the other 
in the State of Maine. Little had a grant, and 
Watson hada grant. Watson’s grant, from either 
Maine or Massachusetts, was later in date than 
that of Little. Little’s grant was junior by many 
years. Watson, I think it was, sued him. The 
case came up before the courts of Maine. What 
did the court of Maine hold? Why, that the 
operation of the treaty was proprio vigore, as I 
have stated; that Little, although his grant was 


junior to that of Watson, acquired a title to Wat- 


son’s land; that it was, in fact, an appropriation 


| by this Government of private property for pub- 


lic uses; and that it required no release to perfect 


| itatall; but that the operation of the treaty itself 
| was to vest the ttle of the land in the party hold- 


ing and owning the oldest title. 
such a thing be possible ? 
they cite for it? 


Why, sir, can 
What authority do 
Iwo decisions made in relation 


| to grants, one in Florida, and the other in Louis- 
| lana. y Say 
| ties, the Florida treaty and the Louisiana treaty, 
| was to confirm the grants without any release on 


They say that the effect of the two trea- 


the part of the Government of the United States. 
Why, sir, the cases are not at allin point. There 
was no dispute between the claimants and the 
United States, under the Florida treaty, or under 
the Louisiana treaty; but the Supreme Court held 
that the effect of those treaties in the two cases 
which were cited by the court of Maine was to 
confirm those grants, and so it was; but here 
there were parties claiming one underan old grant, 
and the other under a junior grant. Does it not 
strike every lawyer in the body as absurd at once, 
to suppose that the parties to this treaty intended 
to make a provision that a junior grant issuing 
from a Government on one side of a tine should 
supersede to destroy the effect of an older grant 
issuing by the parties on the other side of the line, 
and the effect of which would be to take one 
man’s property, and give it to another? The 
thing is absurd in itself. 

But let us see a lite further, as to the absurdity 
of it. What would be the effect in the case of the 
lapping grant that Ihave stated? Watson, for 
instance, was claiming from the State of Massa- 
chusetts; Little was claiming from the authorities 
of New Brunswick. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
round, ' 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator says I have got it 
turned round. Perhaps I have. [t does not make 
any difference in principle if 1 have got the names 
of the parties wrong. Itis said that in Maine, 
the New Brunswick grant takes precedence of the 


You have got it turned 


| older grant issuing from Massachusetts; and so 


I suppose, when they get over to New Brunswick 
under the treaty, as it was to be reciprocal, and 
as the grants issued by each of their respective 
Governments were to have effect in the Territory 
of the other, the Massachusetts grant would get 
the land that was on the Brunswick side. That 


| rule does not work both ways; it must be so; and 
| thatshowsthe absurdity of the whole thing. Here, 
| according to that construction put upon it by the 


court of Maine, the junior grant would take the 
Maine land and the other grant would take the 
New Brunswick land. It seems to me that that 
goes to show the absurdity of any such rule. It 
cannot, as I think, be the law of the land. 

3ut as soon as thatdecision was made, that such 


| was the effect of the treaty, then we have another 


set of resolves from the State of Maine. Then 
Maine came to the conclusion that she ought to 


| be pr for all these titles which she had released, 


and that she ought not to release any more until 
she was paid for doing it. I have here the reso- 
Then it was that this claim 
her agent for the persons who are 
now before Congress asking payment for these 
eight thousand acres of land and upwards, on 
which it is insisted they have an equitable pos- 
sessory right under the other branch of the fourth 
article of the treaty. Now, sir, what was that? 


I have shown it was put in at the instance of the 
State of Maine, and put in, as I understand, in 
accordance with certain provisions of her statutes 
in relation to these equitable possessory claims. 
The Senator from Maine can say whether | am 
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right or wrong in that matter. I have been so in- 
formed, but I do not profess to be familiar with 
them, that the provisions of her statutes are in 
it cordance with the provisions of this treaty in 
relation to her own citizens; and hence it was she 
wanted these same provisions, in substance, incor- 
porated into the treaty, and Mr. Webster did in- 
corporate them in the treaty. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator permit me to say 
one word in this connection? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to state that, from inform- 
ation in my possession—how reliable it may be I 


cannot say—I am led to believe that the object of 


inserting that article in the treaty was for the pur- 
pose of taking from the State of Minnesota and 
the Territory of Dakota some fifteen million acres 
of land. King Charles, when he made the grant 
to the Hadson’s Bay Company, in 1670, granted 


a'l the lands watered or drained by the waters of 


Hludson’s Bay. The Red River of the North runs 
some four hundred miles through my State. That 
is the main tributary of that river. This clause in 
the treaty, if carried out, will confirm and give to 
the heirs of Lord Selkirk all the lands drained by 
that river south of the forty-ninth degree, which 
amounts to some fifteen or twenty million acres. 
I have been further informed that the objects of ove 
ofthese claimants has been to get Congress, in some 
manner, to recognize that clause of the treaty upon 
Borne minor point, so as to havea precedent for 
this cnormous claim. Of my own knowledge I 
do know that their agents here and their agents in 
New York are now at work, and have been at 
work for years, for the purpose of accomplishing 
this one object. I merely state the fact to the 
Senate, that it may judge whether the question 
before it will have any bearing asa precedent upon 
that enormous grant. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
world. Ithas no connection with it at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator from 
Minnesota does not expect that the treaty of 1842, 
which settled the northeastern boundary, had 
w#iything to do with the treaty of 1849 in regard 
to the northwestern boundary. 

Mr. RICE. I have said nothing about the 
boundary, but merely in regard to the grant. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
connection, 

Mr. RICE. 
refer to it. 

Mr. BRAGG. As I have already stated, it 
was not until after the year 1854, when this de- 
cision was made, that these claims were set up 
ageinst this Government, and since that me they 
have been pressed. 

Now, sir, what is the claim? I have under- 
taken to give a history of this treaty, and of the 
two provisions to which I have referred, 
the resolves of 1854, the commissioners of Maine 
were required to go on and examine how many 
orsons Were upon these private land claims—the 
Eaton grant and the Plymouth grant—and the 
amount of lands which they had in possession; 
and they reported that there were persons claim- 
ing to hold under this possessory, equitable pro- 
vision of the fourth article of the treaty, as it was 


I may have occasion hereafter to 


Not the slightest in the | 


It has not the slightest 


Under | 


said, of about eight thousand four hundred acres, | 


us stated in the report, The Senate will remem- 
ber that the provision of the fourth article of the 
treaty relates only to persons who have been in 
possession for six years prior to the making of 
the treaty Well, sir, when the matter was 
brought to the attention of the Senate, a gentle- 
man was sent there for the purpose of investigat- 
ing and reporting the facts to the Senate—a gen- 


theman who was formerly clerk to the Committee | 


on Claims. He went there, and his report is 
here, I have that report before me. What does 
he say? 


“ Se far as these claims depend upon the treaty, they are 
based upon the last clause of the fourth article, namely, 
‘and in all other respects the two contracting parties agree 
to deal upon the most liberal principles of equity with the 
settlers actually dwelling upon the territory falling to them 
respectively.’ The commissioners report about three bun- 
dred settlers of this class, claiming thirty-one thousand four 
Lundred acres. 

“ A portion of these lands are located in townships, the 
title of which had passed from the State prior to their set 
tlement, and, of course, a considerable time prior to the 
date of the treaty; and it is to this portion that the resolu- 


tion of the Senate, authorizing this examination, particu. | 


larly applies. These lots are printipaliy located upon both 
banks of the Aroostook civer, trom the New Bruaswick 
line through the townships grauted many years ago to the 


town of Plymouth, Massachusetts, for the support of an | 
academy, and to General Eaton, in consideration of his 
military services in the war with Tripoli.” 


I call the attention of the Senate to what fol- | 
lows: 


‘The settlers are mostly from the neighboring province, 
and made their settlements while that province claimed 
the jurisdiction of the country. The number of these im- 
proved and occupied lots, in the two townships, is ninety- 
seven, embracing, in the aggregate, about eight thousand 
four hundred and thirty-fouracres. All of these lots, except 


_ about one thousand acres, are shown to have been occu- 


| Governments agree to deal liberally and equitably | 


pied or improved more than six years before the date of the 
treaty; and, from proof submitted to me, and which is 
hereto annexed, Lam satisfied that most of the lots embraced 
in the latter description, if not clearly shown to have been 


occupied and improved six years prior to the treaty, were, | 


in fact, so occupied at that time, or very soon after, and 
that it would be a great hardship upon these poor settlers 
to make a distinction between them onso slight grounds.”’ 


Now, sir, here is the express provision of the 
treaty, that this shall only apply to persons— 
supposing these claimants to come within the 
treaty—who had been on the land for six years; 
and yet we are told that there are one thousand 
acres of this land which the parties have not been 
in possession of for six years, and we are to al- 
low, in this amendment, $4,000 for that land. 
Why, sir, is that right? How is it sought to 
bring them in, notwithstanding the express lim- 
itation, in so many words, that it shall be con- 


fined to settlers who had been in possession six | 


years? It is sought to bring them under the gen- 
eral phrase which follows—that the respective 


with all the settlers. Nobody knows better than 
the gentleman from Maine, who is an eminent 
lawyer, that wherever one thing is specified every- 
thing else is excluded. Suggestio unius est exclu- 
sio allerius. You cannot bring in other claimants 
who have not been there the full term of six years, 
because the oer expressly provides for those 
only who have been in possession six years. 
Therefore, there are one thousand acres of land 


| which are clearly excluded; and yet it is proposed 


to pay these parties for that thousand acres, on 


_ the ground that it would be a hardship to turn 
| them out of the land, having been in possession 


nearly six years. 

I call the attention of the Senate to another 
thing. This agent who reports here says that 
nearly all, or ‘the most’’—that is it—of the set- 
tlers came from the province of New Brunswick. 
Will it be pretended this treaty intended to pro- 
tect anybody else of this character except those 
who did come from New Brunswick? Was it 


| intended by the treaty that squatters in Maine, 


who had settled upon the lands of their fellow- 
citizens, should, by the operation of the treaty, 
deprive the real owners of their lands? It does 
not appear how many of these parties are in that 
condition; but we are asked to pay away the whole 
amount, when the agent sent from this body to 
ascertain and report the facts to the Senate says 
that some of the parties were citizens of Maine, 
and did not come from New Brunswick; and yet 
we are asked to put a construction upon the treaty 
here which is to take the land of a citizen of Maine 
away from him and give it to another; to take the 


title from one holding a grant and give itto an- 


| bound to ¢ 


other with a mere possessory squatter title of less 
than six years. There is nothing right in it. There 
is no propriety in it. This Government is not 
I it. No Government is bound to do it. 

Indeed, sir, I hold that this treaty intended to 
do nothing more nor less than this: where there 
was a grant coming from New Brunswick for land 
in the State of Maine, and there was no conflict- 
ing title—public land, in other words—that that 
grant should be respected there, and treated as if 
it had issued from the State of Maine; and so 


| where there was a possessory claimant upon the 
| same kind of land coming from the province of 


New Brunswick, and had been in occupation and 
possession of this land for six years, the treaty 
intended to respect his rights, and the State of 
Maine was to be paid for it. She was paid for it 
by this $300,000 given to her and Massachusetts, 
and by this fund which it was stipulated should 
be paid her on account of damages done to the 
land. That relates to the timber cut; and it goes 
to show how that wes intended to be settled. 

But I know it is said that this sum of £9,000 
was not collectedby this Government. Whether 
that is so or not does not appear here; it is mat- 
ter of doubt; but, at all events, these partics have 
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no claim to the fund. If anybody could mak, , 
claim to it, to meet land damages, it is the Star. 
of Maine and Massachusetts. It was expr nee r 
provided by the treaty that the fund should be ¢,/ 
lected, (the General Government stipulated to 4, 
it,) and to hold it for the use of the two States 


| and to pay it over to them in order that their ¢' 


izens might have the benefit of it. If the Gener, 
Government has not been faithful in that respect, 


| the State of Maine is the party to apply for it ay¢ 
, to disburse it under the provision of the treaty: 
_ but private claimants have no right to come hep, 
_ and ask for that fund from this Government. Nor 


does this amendment propose to put the claiy 
upon that ground atall. I merely refer to tha 
provision of the treaty to show what was th 
purpose of it, and to show that it was intended 
only to apply to the public lands in the proving 
of New Brunswick and of the State of Maing, 
and that this fund was provided, at the very jp. 
stance of the commissioners of Maine, for th 
purpose of settling those damages which had \y 
done to her land. 

that it must be so. 


Ci 


It seems to me perfectly clear 
It is very evident that, of tly 


| claim which we have now before the Senate, ae. 
_ cording to the report of our officer here, there ay 
| $4,000 out of the claim of $33,000 that the par. 


ties have no earthly right to from any quarter, 
It is perfectly evident also that a portion of thes 
settlers upon these two grants were citizens of 
Maine, not subjects of the British Crown, and 
therefore they have no claim. What part of it or 
how much of it is in that condition, we cannot 
estimate from the facts before us; but it is enough 
for me to show these facts, to show that this claiy 
ought not to be entertained in its present condi- 
tion. 

Now, sir, one word more about these land dam- 
ages, and the amount for the timber cut, and | 
will trouble the Senate no more. I am satisfied 
that I have troubled them already a great deal 
more than I desired to do. 1 have wearied them 
and wearied myself. I insisted that one half of 
the whole of this claim presented was for timber 
cutoff the land. IL understood the Senator from 
Rhode Island to admit that fact; but he says no, 
he did not intend to admmt it to the extent that | 
stated it. I understand the Senator from Main 
to admit that while a part of the sum of tl 
$33,000, or half of it rather, was allowed on ac- 
count of timber cut off the land, nevertheless it 


was a part of the value of the land itself, and it 


mattered not how you gotat the value of the land, 
whether you estimated the timber cut off, and 
then estimated the land as it stood, or whether 
you estimated it in the aggregate at the time these 
a took it, but before the timber was cut off. 

admit that that would be the correct rule in es- 
timating the value of the land, if the facts would 
bear out the honorable Senator from Maine in the 
statement that he has made. But, sir, it does not 
appear that these parties, who are now in occu- 
pancy of the land, did cut the timber; for the evi- 
dence reported by the agent sent out by this body 
shows that a large portion of this timber was cut 
before the parties who are now in possession of 
the land went into possession. It was cut, not 
by settlers, but by mere timber-getters from the 
province of New Brunswick, who paid a licence 
for cutting it to the authorities of that prov- 
ince, and it went into their hands. Hence it 
was sought to get a portion of that money back. 
The lands were pillaged all along upon the St. 
John and upon the Aroostook, upon which these 
grants are located. Hence it was that the com- 
mittee undertook to determine what the value of 
the timber was. There would have been no ne- 
cessity for that if these parties now in possession, 
supposing they were entitled under the treaty, 
had taken the fand with the timber on it, because 
all you had to do was to estimate the value of the 
land when they took it. If it was worth four 
dollars, then what use could there have been to 
ascertain what was the value of the timber on It’ 
But, sir, when in point of fact each foot of this 
land had been plundered vears before these parties 
went into possession of it, it became necessary 
and essential to ascertain what amount of timber 
was taken off in order to estimate what the value 
of the land was, supposing that the Government 
was responsible for the timber, as well as for the 
value of the land itself. 

Now, lL apprehend thatif these parties, who have 
gone in possession and taken the land, the umber 
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of which was cut off before that, could bring this || 


claim within the provisions of the treaty, while 
the land might be within the treaty, the timber 
would not be, because it was cut off before. So, 
Mr. President, l think the Senator from Maine 
will discover why it was that the commissioner 
who went there and examined into the facts re- 
orted What was the value of the timber, how it 
was cut, and reported, also, the value of the land. 
It will be scen that one is a private claim entirely; 
there can be no dispute about that—I mean that 
portion of it which provides for paying for the 
cutting of the timber; and that the other portion 
has just as little pretensions in it, when it comes 
to be examined, to be brought within the terms 
of the fourth article of the treaty. 

dut, sir, the whole of this matter strikes me as 
having been a very singular one. Here were 
these parties, the claimants, and parties cutting 
timber off their land and occupying it, and they 
resort to no means to oust them—no means to re- 
cover damages. They suffer them to hoid the 
jand; they suffer them to cut the timber; and the 
thing goes on from yearto year. In 1842 the 
treaty is made. In 1843 the State of Maine, 
through her supreme court, placed a construction 
upou It; which construction was, that this treaty 
applied only to public lands, and not to those of 
private partics. Nobody supposed so; and it was 
not until 1854 that this decision was made, and 
then this claim was setup. What were the parties 
to the claim—the parties in interest—doing all 
this time? What were they doing after 1839? It 
js said there were some diplomatic arrangements, 
asthe Senator from Rhode Island says, which 


wevented the State of Maine from interfering, up | 


to 1839, but they did not prevent these parties 
from interfering up to 1839. But suppose they 


did; suppose the authorities of Maine would not 


sufler them to bring any suit or prosecute any 
claim for the timber, or for the land itself: those 
of us who are familiar with this matter know 
very well that in 1839 Maine determined to put 
an end to this state of things, and she senta mili- 
tary foree into the disputed territory and expelled 
t] 
She saw they were getting possession of the whole 
laud, and cutting the timber off it, and she went 
there determined to assert her rights. Well, sir, 
afier that, these parties had a right to sue. 


they take any steps? No; they suffered this 


thing to go on until the treaty was made. I have || 


shown what construction was put upon that treaty 
by Mr. Webster,and by the authorities of Maine. 
Up to 1854 we never heard a whisper that these 


Did | 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


OS 
its merits, and much more will I vote against it | 
here upon the point of order; for I think, with | 
the little experience I have in the Senate, that it 
is a bad practice to put riders of this kind on the 
appropriation bills, in order that bad claims may 
be dragged through Congress. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Irise, Mr. President, to 
discharge a very disagreeable duty; and that is, | 
to say a few words upon this subject. I do 
not suppose what I shall say will have any effect | 
one way or the other, because I perceive that | 
hardly anybody, except myself, has listened to | 
to the honorable Senator from North Carolina; 
and it shows, therefore, the little interest that is 
taken in this matter, or else that everybody has 
made up his mind. While I say this, I say the | 
remarks of the honorable Senator were exeeed- 
ingly well worth listening to; for he has appeared 
to make outa case to those who do not know the | 
other side. 

lL was not desirous, sir, that this proposition 
should be put upon this billat all, Itisa matter 
in which the State of Maine, as a State, has no 
interest. It is a matter in which I feel none, ex- 
cept as I feel interested in all cases where pores 
have rights which they wish to enforce. [would 
rather it had not been offered; but under the di- 
rection of those having charge of it, it has been | 
offered, and being so, knowing, as | think I do, 
the true state of the case, it becomes my duty to 


"ar 
The question lies in a very narrow compass. 
Itisnot exceedingly complicated atall. Itis easily 


understood by those who will give attention to it. | 


The Senator from North Carolina will permit me 
to say that three Committees on Claims, or rather 
the Committees on Claims of the Senate for three | 
Congresses have had this matter under delibera- 
tion; and the Senator is the only man in the whole 


| number, from beginning to end, who ever had a 


« authorities of the province of New Brunswick. | 


particle of doubt about the perfect correctness 

and propriety of the claim itself; and his doubt 

did not arise, I suspect, until he read a report 
I I 


made in the House of Representatives the other | 


day by a minority of the committee of the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. Will the Senator allow me a 
word just there ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. It was that very thing which 
the Senator mentions, that there had been so many 
reports in favor of this matter, that rather induced 


| me to give a reluctant assent to the report which 


claimants under the graut had the least title to | 
their land, or that these squatters had any claim | 


whatever that would be respected. If respected 


atall, it must have been by some statute of Jim- | 
itations in the State of Maine, and rights accruing | 


under that statute, if there be any such statute, 
by virtue of the laches and neglect of the real 
owners and claimants of this property. But they 


slept upon their rights untul after 1854, when this | 


case of Watson and Little was decided. Then 
suddenly a new light burst upon them, and burst 
upon the State of Maine. 

Now, after having received $150,000 as a com- 


pensation to her for the making of this boundary; | 


after having a stipulation put into it to protect her 
ciuzens in New Brunswick, and their property 
under grants or possessory claims there; after 
having a provision that she shall be paid for all 
the expenses incurred in that Aroostook war; 


after having a further provision that the expense | 


of all these surveys for carrying out the treaty 
auc making these releases should be paid; when 
ps ew s 

tLis decision is made, we hear of a claim of the 


State of Maine against the Government. She is | 


to be paid for these lands she has given up, and 


for which, I think, she has already been paid; and |) 


she will not release the titles further of the lands 
Which she has, unless thisGovernment will d&ree 
to reimburse her; and furthermore, through her 
gent, prefers a claim to be reimbursed for prop- 

ty which it is alleged was taken from her citi- 


zeus, or the citizens of Massachusetts, out of these | 


grants that IT have spoken of, by the operation 
and by the virtue of the fourth article of that treaty. 
Why, sir, the whole thing will not bear examin- 


ation; but the Senate will see it is a complicated | 
matter, and requires a godd while to look into it 


and understand it. It is purely a claim of a pri- 
Vate character, I think even in that respect it 


| 
| 
i] 
| 


was made during the present session. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island knows very well that I 
had many doubts about it. The papers were re- 
ferred to him. There was a report made upon 


| it to the committee, and [ really had not the time, 
_ nor did I know very well at that time how to in- 


vestigate it; but I had many doubts, and it was 
with many misgivings that I gave my assent to 
it. Subsequent investigation, | admit, superin- 
duced in a great degree by the report of the mi- 


| nority of the committee of the House, to which 


the Senator has referred, and subsequent investi- 
gation which | have undertaken to make for my- 
self, has satisfied me that the claim has no merit 


| whatever. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is fortunate, | 


and his mind must be a peculiar one. He has 
come to a conclusion, on a matter upon which 
three committees of this Senate have been unan- 


imous, with the exception of himself, that it is a | 
claim that has no merit whatever, not even the |! 


Now, that can 
y be accounted for on the supposition 
Mr. BRAGG. 
ment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 


is not made against anybody else. 


ee of a case about it. 
on 





The claim 
I am afraid 


the Senator from North Carolina has the peculiar | 


characteristic of being easily convinced that there 
is no merit in any claim against this Government. 
I believe it is a North Carolina trait that has al- 
ways existed, and that the representation of that 
idea is fully kept up, never to be convinced that 


a claim for money against this Government can | 
have any merit in it, unless it comes from North | 


Carolina. That is always an exception. 
Mr. BRAGG. Allow me to say one word just 
there. We bring no claims from North Carolina. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Not now. Iam aware 
of that. Perhaps that makes the Senator more 
easily convinced that there can be no claim from 


K. 


has no merit atall. I shall vote against it upon || 


i} dent. 
| likely to get into war on account of these collis- 


I mean as against this Govern- | 


2975 


any other quarter justly. However, I will notim- 
pute that to all gentlemen from North Carolina; 
but evidently it is a characteristic of the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina, who has been 
speaking on this subject, ably I confess. How- 
| ever, sir, this is all said in good nature. 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What I have to say with 
regard to this amendment shall be in compara- 
tively a few words. There was a long pending 
controversy with reference to the eastern bound- 
ary of this country. The States scene in- 
terested in this question were the States of Mas- 
sachusetts and Maine; Massachusetts on account 
of property owned, Maine on account of property 
and jurisdiction. And allow me to say that what- 
ever claim Maive may have, or may pretend to 
have, she has none under this bill, and she does 
not stand in the same relation that these claimants 
do. There is no danger, therefore, of the prece- 

Collisions arose. The Governments were 


ions between the people of the State of Maine and 
the people of the British province of New Bruns- 
wick. Under that state of things, there being dan- 
ger of acollision and subsequent war, the United 
States and Great Britain made an arrangement 
| that, for a time, there should be a cessation of the 
exercise of jurisdiction over that disputed terri- 
tory. In consequence of that, an application was 
made to Maine to forbear to exercise jurisdiction. 
She did so; and, in consequence ef that, large 
amounts of timber were taken by trespassers, as 
well from private lands as well as from the ex- 
tensive public lands belonging to Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts, We went on for several years, until 
/at last New Brunswick put an armed force in the 
territory, and undertook to exercise jurisdiction. 
Maine then interfered at once with reference to 
the matter, and a collision took place. There 
was no serious fighting, but a difficulty which 
was finally suspended by the interference of this 
Government. 
Under that state of things, in order to settle this 
difficulty once for all, this treaty of 1842 was 
| made, here in the city of Washington. As the 
Senator says, the matter could not result in a 
cession of any part of the territory of a State 
claimed by her and really belonging to her, ex- 
cept with the assent of the State herself. The 
United States had repeatedly, over and over 
again, recognized the right of Maine to all this 
| territory. She had recognized it by her public 
acts in every possible way. There was, in re- 
ality, no great dispute about the title. Under the 
' circumstances of the case, to prevent this con- 
stant collision, and with a view of settling the 
matter once for all, she applied to Maine and 
Massachusetts to give their assent to a negotia- 
tion with a view to fix the line of boundary, per- 
| haps changing the original treaty line, and that 
resulted in this treaty. 
Now, sir, Maine sent commissioners here, and 
_ so did Massachusetts. What was the result of 
it, so far as this was concerned? Maine had no 
right, nor had Massachusetts any right, to under- 
take to cede the property of individuals. She 
' could only give her assent to the change of the 
line of boundary, and she could only give her 
| consent to parting with property which belonged 


to her. That resulted in this fifth article of the 
treaty. What does the fifth article of the treat 
say? After speaking of several other things, it 


says: 


** And further,”’ the General Government agrees ‘‘ to pay 
and satisfy said States respectively for all claims for ex- 
penses incurred by them in protecting the said heretofore 
disputed territory, and makinga survey thereof in 1838 ; the 
| Government of the United States agreeing with the States 

of Maine and Massachusetts to pay them the further sum 
| of $300,000, in equal moieties, on account of their assent to 
| the line of boundary described in this treaty, and in consid- 

eration of the conditions aud equivalents received therefor 
| from the Government of her Britannic majesty.” 


The Senator does not understand what the last 
clause means, because he has not alluded to it. 
The line of the forty-fifth parallel through the 
States of New Hampshire, and Vermont, and 
New York, had been run, but had been incor- 
| rectly run, We had builta fortification, as the 
| Senator from Mississippi well knows, at Rouse’s 
Point. It was an important post. We claimed 


| 
} 
i} 
| 


to hold it; but on account of the incorrect run- 
| ning of the line, that was found to fall in the prev- 
\| ince of Canada,and not in the State of New York. 
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Therefore, while there was a change of the line of 


boundary on the east against the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts, there was a change of the | 
line of boundary on the north in favor of the | 
States of New Hampshire and Vermont and New | 
York; and the Government of the United States | 
benefited by it. In consideration of that, and the 
cession of jurisdiction and territory by the two | 
States, which took away from those States about 
three milliop acres of land, the United States 
agreed to pay to these States, for these things and | 
these equivalents, the sum of $300,000—a very 
small sum, as everybody said. It was a matter | 
of notoriety, at the time, that Maine and Massa- 
chusetts had been most generous to the United 
States, and very hardly used in the treaty. 


That having been done, the money was paid; 


and now whatis the argument of the Senator? 
That in consideration of that $300,000 paid to those 
States for their giving up their land and chang- 
ing the line to enable the Government of the Uni- 
ted States to receive benefit in another quarter; for 
the cession of all this land, nothing was to be paid 
to any private individuals who might suffer; or if 
there were any damages, that they were included, 
und were understood to be included, in the amount 
thus paid to the States. There never was a greater 
mistake in the world, and the position has not the 
shadow of a leg tostand upon. The language of 
the treaty is against it; the facts of the treaty are 
arainst it; everything isagainst it. The language 
is, to pay these States for what they have given 


up in consideration of the equivalents which the | 


United States gained in other quarters. 

Mr. BRAGG. Now, will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly; just as much 
you 
Mr. BRAGG. That provision in relation to the 


as lease. 


titles given by the respective Governments was to | 


operate reciprocally. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not come to that. 


I am talking about the $300,000, and what it was | 


maid for. 


Mr. BRAGG. 


These equitable claims also. 


All the titles Maine had granted which fell on the | 


side of New Brunswick were recognized, and so 


just now. There is hardly a necessity for it, un- 


Mr. TOOMBS. I did not know that the gen- 
tleman acknowledged that the United States were | 
bound to protect all property in the States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator understands 
very well what I mean. We will not go into the 
argument of the slavery or the territorial question 


less the Senator desires it. Well, sir, itis very 
clear that it does not come under that provision. 
Then, in relation to the other provision—the dis- 
puted territory fund. The Senator from North 
Carolina has made the mistake of seeing no dif- 
ference between what Maine was negotiating for 
in reality, in relation to herself asa State, and this 
claim, which is a claim of individuals. All the 
equivalents that Maine received were to herself, | 


for what she parted with; and she. made these | 


agreements, and was to be paid for what she had 


lost. In regard to this disputed territory fund, as | 
it was called, it was to be received for what she | 


had lost from her public land. She made no ne- 
rotiations in that article, with reference to indi- 
viduals, one way or another. I grant the Senator, 
that the question did not arise at that time, in the 
negotiations, how far this would affect private 
vrants which had been made before; but that 
question arose afterwards, and arose in conse- 
quence of what was afterwards decided to be the 
meaning of the treaty to a certain extent; but the 
Senator well knows that this fund has never been 


it has never been collected by the Government of 
the United States, whose duty it was tocollect it, 
was, that there was nothing to collect, in point of 
fact; it turned out to be nothing. The fund had 


been expended; nota cent has been paid for any- || 


There is 


thing of the kind, and never will be. 


| 


| and in all other respects the two contracting part 


| them.” 


nothing of the kind there; so that may just as | 


well be laid out of the question. Under that state 
of things, the matter went off, so far as Maine was 
concerned, with reference to those $300,000. That 
was allright. Nobody made any other claim under 
it. Then wecome to the fourth article; and the Sen- 
ator admits that Maine would not agree to part 


| with her right for $150,000 until this very article 


were all that fell on the side of Maine, because | 
Maine herself had made the suggestion that the | 


provision should be reciprocal. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to know, from the 
Senator from Maine, what did the United States 


cret ? 


& 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The United States, in the 


first place, settled the controversy. They got the | 


change of line on the north. It had been run 
incorrectly, and in our favor. By the line as it 
was originally run, we had gone north of the 


forty-fifty parallel, and took a strip all along on | 


the north part of Maine, New Hampshire, and 
New York, including Rouse’s Point, on which 
we builta fortification on the supposition that it 
was within our line; but which being found, on 
critical examination, to belong to Great Britain, 
Great Britain agreed to the correctness of that 
original running north of the forty-fifth parallel 


‘ 


| please. 


and established it as the line so far as it had been | 
actually run; thus giving up the post at Rouse’s | 


Pot. This is a matter of notoriety. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But what did the United States 
get? [have never been able to find out of what 
advantage it was to any one, except to the State 
of Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The State of Maine de- 
rived no advantage. I think the Senator will 
concede that. We lost three million acres of ter- 
ritory, in the first place. 


The Senator shakes | 


his head, It isa matter of public notoriety; every- | 


body knows it. 
the map. Maine had that cut off from her terri- 
dory. The United States got a settlement of the 
question, Which was a question of very consider- 
able difficulty. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Was it not a benefit to Maine 
to settle it? 


Mr. FESSENDEN, She had to pay for the 


I could show it by presenting | 


settlement, by losing her territory. She is a front- | 


ier State, 


to be sure, but the United States is | 


bound to protect her—bound to protect her in the | 
possession of all her territory; in the possession | 


of all her property; in the possession of all her 
rights. She settled the question on the east and 
on the north. The United States got the fortifi- 
cation, 


| 


was made to protect the grants. 
provision of the fourth article? 

* All grants of land heretofore made by either party with- 
in the limits of the territory which, by this treaty, falls 
within the dominions of the other party, shall be held valid, 
ratified, and confirmed to the persons in possession under 
such grants, to the sane extent as if such territory had by 
this treaty fallen within the dominions of the party by 
whom such grants were made.”’ 

How did that question arise? Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts claimed to acertain line eXisting on 
the face of the earth, or animaginary line, if you 
They granted up to it in certain cases. 
New Brunswick, on the contrary, contended that 
the line was much further west, and she granted 
up to the line as she claimed it to be. The per- 
sons to whom these States respectively granted 
went on to take possession under their grants. 


What is this | 


Now, then, when you come to settle what the line | 


is, which was not settled according to the preten- 
sions of Maine or New Brunswick either, but by 
a conventional line, it became necessary to pro- 
vide for these grants, and therefore this provision 
was put in that way—all grants made by either of 
these parties on either side of that line to be rec- 
ognized, and valid, and confirmed; and Maine 
went to work immediately, and confirmed such 
grants as she had made, where they were upon 
the public territory, and so far as she could con- 
firm them. 

Anotber provision was put in. Men had gone 
on and taken possession on both sides of the line 
to a certain extent, and were in possession; and 
then came this next clause: ‘*and all equitalile 


possessory claims arising from a possession and | 


improvement;”’ that is, where persons had taken 
vossession and improved and held themselves to 
be the owners ‘of any lot or parcel of land,’’ it 
was common to go on under an agreement to con- 
vey when a certain amount of money was paid; 


no title was granted, but there wasan agreement | 


that there should be when certain payments were 
made: 


* And all equitable possessory claims arising from a pos- 
session and improvement of any lot or parcel of land by the 
person actually in possession, or by those under whom 
such person claims, for more than six years before the date 
of this treaty, shall in like manner be deemed valid, and 
be confirmed and quieted by a release to the person en- 
titled thereto, of the title to such lot or parcel of Jand, so de- 
scribed as best to include the improvements made thereon ; 


| 
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. . . . ies agre 
to deal upon the most liberal principles of equity wi), the 


settlers actually dwelling upon the territory falling to 1) 


. - S ie 
respectively, which bas heretofore been in dispute b. “ 


etweey 


Now, there I dispose of what made the Sena. 
tor’s last point. Where they have been in pos. 
session six years, they shall be absolutely quieted 
by a release. Where they eer not have beep 
quite six years, but are in actual possession, an 
have made improvements, they shall be dealt with 
on the most liberal principles and equity by bot) 
parties. ‘That is the provision. Now, then, the 
report says that most of these settlers had heey 
there over six years; and the rest of them, if po, 
quite six years, so near it that the equity was 
about the same, and that they ought to be putop 
the same grounds. That is the answer to the 
Senator. That is precisely the position in which 
it stands. 

The State of Maine having confirmed all je; 
grants, went to work to see what possessory titles 
there were to the public lands. She made the ex. 
amination, and had a report; and she did under. 
stand, unquestionably, at that time, according to 
her resolutions, thatall she had to look after—anq 
she understands now that all she had to look after 
—was the grants that had been made on the pub- 


| lic lands, and the cases of possession and improve- 


| ment on the public lands of the State. 


But then 


| came up another question, the question that isnow 
' collected by the Government; and the reason why || 


pending here; and to that question I will call the 
attention of the honorable Senator from Missis. 
sippi, as I see that he is giving me his ear. 
Nothing had been said up to this time except 
with regard to public lands—that is to say, lands 
granted by the States out of the public domain on 


| each side, and the possessions and improvements 


held on each side. Previous to this difficulty aris- 
ing, many years ago Massachusetts had granted 
several townships of land lying upon this border 
to private individuals. Among others, she granted 
a township of land to Williams College, in Mas- 
sachusetts. When this new line was run—this 
conventional line, as agreed to by the two Goy- 
ernments—it cut through that township with oth- 
ers. That township had passed into the posses- 


| sion of a gentleman by the name of Little, known 


| personally to the Senator from Mississippi. He 


held itatthat period. The grant was made unques- 
tionably before 1800 by the State of Massacliu- 


| setts. Subsequently, the province of New Brans- 


wick made grants extending over this township; 
and on the part which the conventional line left 
in Maine, there were some settlers holding under 
grants from New LGrunswick. 

Mr. Little commenced his action against them. 
They had made improvements; the farms wer 


valuable. They had been in possession—they 
took possession, occupied and improved. He 
claimed that he had a right to recover. Th 
land for which he sucd was on our side. The 


New Brunswick grantees had come on our side 
of the conventional line, and Mr. Little brought 
an action in our courts against a man named 
Watson, to recover possession. He claimed the 
whole farm, because this person being a foreigner, 


_ and a mere squatter there, he contended, so far as 


our laws were concerned, he had no right, under 
any possession or improvement, or anything of 
the kind, but that he himself had a right to recover 
the land. It was valuable; but when the action 
was brought by Mr. Little in the supreme court 
of the State of Maine, that court at the head of 
which, allow me to say to the Senator from North 


| Carolina, was a distinguished judge—Chief Jus- 
’ Judas 


tice Shepley—as much so perhaps as any judge 
of any State court in the Union, a very learned 
and very able man, and the other judges being 
men of learning also—decided that, under the 
fourth article of the treaty, the property held by al! 
settlers under New Brunswick on this side of the 


line, vested under the treaty directly in those who 
held it. Why? It was not a question of priority 





of grants, as the Senator supposes—whether the 
grant was first made by Massachusetts, and @- 
other grant made subsequently by New Bruus- 
wick; but our supreme court held that all treaties 
made by the proper authority are the supreme 
law of the land, and that they overrode all grants 
made by any of the States with reference to that, 
if within their jurisdigion to maite. On reverting 
oe fourth article of the treaty, the language !§ 
this: 

‘ All equitable possessory claims arising from a posses 
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sion and improvement of any lot or parcel of land by the 
person actually in possession’’— , 

That case was under a grant; but I am reading 
this to show the applicability of it— 

«or by those under whom such person claims for more 
than six years before the date of this treaty, shall, in like 
manner, be deemed valid.” 

Not only all _— made by either party shall 
be deemed valid within the territory of the other, 
pat all persons holding under a possession and 
improvement are to be quieted in their possession. 
Now, supposing that the question of geen of 
grant applied to the first portion of the article, 
how would it be_as to the question of possession 
and improvement? Mr. Little not having taken 

ossession and improved, he was ousted by the 
possession made valid by the fourth article, It 
was an opinion that may not be satisfactory to 
the Senator from North Carolina, but it settled 
the questien in the State of Maine. [tis believed 
to be sound law; nobody has questioned it since. 
The courts have held in all cases that the treaty 
did thus operate of its own force. It had that et- 
fect, and the people of the State of Maine were 
obliged to yield to it, and there was no possibility 
of carrying the question further than the supreme 
court of the State of Maine, for the reason that 
the question arising under the treaty was determ- 
ined in favor of the validity of the treaty, and 
therefore nothing further could be done about it. 
Hence Mr. Little lost his land, and he came to 
Congress for indemnity, alleging that he had been 
deprived of his land thus granted under the very 
act ofthe United States in framing this treaty, and 
Congress said he was entitled to the indemnity, 
and paid him. 

Now, we cannot overturn that decision. It is 
law. No matter what the design of the treaty 
was, no matter what the intention was, the treaty 
was made, and the language is applicable, and it 
has been construed by a competent court, and the 
effect cannot be denied. It is the act of the Uni- 
ted States Government, and the United States 
Government must be responsible for it. The State 
of Maine is not responsible in any way. Maine 
contracted for herself. She did not bind herself 
to pay for any of these lands. She might not 
have apprehended that such questions would have 
arisen. If she had, perhaps she would have pre- 
vided for them. That some of the persons were 
citizens of Maine, makes no difference. They 
have no claim on her. It is not even her public 
land; it was not granted by the State of Maine, 
but by the State of Massachusetts, long ago. 
Massachusetts refused indemnity in this very 
case to Mr, Little, and said he must go to the 
party that had deprived him of his land. Mas- 
sachusetts paid him for what had been cut off on 
the other side, but would not pay him for what 
had been taken on this side. That is the fact; 
and that being so settled, it settled this question. 

There were two other townships—the township 
granted to General Eaton, and the township 
granted tothe Plymouth Academy Grants had 
been made in these townships by the province of 
New Brunswick, and possession had been taken 
and improvements made for some time under 
those grants. They went on and were in pos- 
Session of them; stripped off the timber so far as 
the timber was left upon the land. They im- 
proved the land and made valuable farms. What 
would have been the result but for the fourth arti- 
cle ofthe treaty? The owners of the land would 
have commenced suits, and turned these people 
all out; because, except for this provision of the 
treaty, they had no title. They could take all this 
land to-day, with all the improvements on it, and 
instead of being worth four dollars an acre, it 
would be worth twelve or twenty dollars, or per- 

a more; but the treaty cuts them off. They 
Pan neither take the land, nor the improvements, 
hor anything else. They are deprived of it alto- 
gether, and by whose act? By the act of the peo- 
a = the United States, through the constituted 
Uthorities of the United States. They have made 


the treaty, which has received this construction, 
ey are bound, therefore, to make it good; 
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especially, as in this very fourth article of the 
treaty the United States have bound themselves 
not only to quiet these titles, but to procure re- | 
leases—that they should have a record title, in- | 
stead of a mere treaty title. That isthe language; 
and the Senator read it, and I read it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me interrupt the Senator 
a moment. How could the United States procure 
releases from private individuals ? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. They undertook to do it. | 


Ask them how. I say there is the very difficulty. 
They could not force the individual to give the 
title. 

Mr. BRAGG. For that very reason [ say they 


are the titles of the individuals who are not in- | 


tended to be protected by the treaty. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is a very singular 
mode of argument. When I have bound myself 
in plain and unmistakable Janguage to do a cer- 
tain thing, if it turns out that | never could do it, 
the argument of the Senator is that Lam excused, 
because I cannot be presumed to intend to con- 
tract for what [ cannot do. 

Mr. BRAGG. 1 dislike to interrupt the Sen- 
ator; but as I do not propose to reply to him, 
I will give him another reason why | think it 
was confined to the public land of Maine. Maine 
was a party to the treaty, as you admit. Maine, 
therefore, could release her lands. She went on 


todo it. ‘That shows what her purpose was at | 
It is an absurdity, it seems to me, 


that time. 
with all due respect to the honorable Senator, to 


say that the Umited States bound itself to release | 
the titles of himself and others in Maine, when it | 


had no right to do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him whether it is not just as 
easy for the United States to compel an individual 
to make a release as it is to compel a State to make 
a release ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; but the State agreed 
to do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No,sir; there is no such 
agreement on the part of the State of Maine any- 
where. That is an assumption. 

Mr. BRAGG. We differ about the fact. That 
is all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator cannot find 
it in the treaty. Maine did do it, because she 
was a party to the treaty, so far as the public 
lands were concerned, ard she had made grants; 
but there was no obligation whatever on the State 
of Maine to do it, not of the slightest kind in the 
world, and the Senator cannot find it. The Uri- 
ted States bound themselves to procure these re- 
leases; they presumed they could. I will concede, 
if the Senator desires it, that the United States 
might have thought at the time that only the pub- 
lic lands were in question; but the difficulty is, 
we so worded the treaty that it did take away 
private rights; and having so worded it and so 
agreed, and these consequences having followed, 
and followed for her benefit, she must make it 
good, as a matter of course. 

Well now, sir, how does this come? I have 
stated, I believe, all the points that were made by 
the Senator, in as few words as I could. In one 
particular it is the most striking thing in the 
world. Two of these claimants are women, whose 
names are mentioned in the amendment; one of 
them is a widow with, I believe, an idiotic child, 
and the other js a single woman, poor, not worth 
a sixpence in the world. Whoare they? Sir, 
they are granddaughters of General Eaton, to 
whom this township was granted originally ;claim- 
ants from whom, by this treaty of 1842, their prop- 
erty—what there was left of it—has been taken in 
spite of themselves by the operation of law. All 
the interest they had in this township was taken 
away by the operation of the treaty. And now, 
who was General Eaton? General Eaton was a 
citizen of Massachusetts, who in 1804 was sent 
out to Tripoli, as a secret messenger, by Mr. Jef- 
ferson. He went out there for the purpose of 
accomplishing a political object. He took a few 
marines from one of our public vessels, and, unitin 
himself with a band of Greeks and natives, crosse 
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the Lybian desert and took the city of Derne, 
settled the question of war, and made a treaty. 
He did it of his own motion—a brave, admirable 
officer. He came back here, and resolutions were 
introduced into the Congress of the United States 
of different kinds: one to give him a township of 
land for his gallantry and his valuable services 
performed for the United States, one to give him 
a sword, and one to give him a medal. 

Different propositions were made; everybody 
agreeing that he had performed the most gallant 


| and meritorious services, and that he deserved 


well of his country; but some saying that he was 
not in the military service of the United States, 
and therefore it would not do to give him a sword, 
although he must have something; and those who 
objected to his having land, saying it was a mat- 
ter of honor and not of profit, and therefore they 
would not give him land, but he should have a 
sword. So, between these different opinions, al- 
though all agreed that he was a most gallant man, 
and had rendered great services to the country, 
he slipped through, got nothing, and had to wait 
several years even to have his expenses paid. 
Getting nothing from the United States, the Sem: 

monwealth of Massachusetts, finding that the Gen- 

eral Government would do nothing for him, al- 

though the services were performed for the General 

Government, granted him this half township of 

land, in consideration of his gallant and merito- 

rious services—ten thousand acres of land. A 

little residue of it—about half—was left to his 

two poor granddaughters; and the act of the 

Government of the United States, for the benefit 

of the United States, by this treaty, has taken 

away all that they had, and no@ says it will 

not pay them anything for it. They would not 
only not give General Eaton anything for his 
services, in the first place, although performed for 
them, and made Massachusetts remunerate him, 
but then robbed his grandchildren of what Mas- 
sachusetts gave him for his services. The Sen- 
atorfrom North Carolina, not knowing these facts, 
but in the discharge of a public duty, stands up 
here and argues this question on bare technicali- 
ties, to prevent this little remuneration being made 
to these people, with others, for the land taken 
away by this treaty. That is the simple fact. 

Mr. BRAGG. I should feel the full force of 
the eloquent appeal made to our feelings, if I felt 
myself at liberty to yield to it. Such things, how- 
ever, never affect me in the discharge of my duty. 
But, sir, I just now stated to the Senator from 
Maine that the commissioners of Maine had 
agreed to make these releases. The Senator pos- 
itively denied it—said it was not so. Now, sir, 
I say this, that they agreed that the title to these 
lands should be confirmed; and I care not whether 
it was a deed of confirmation in techni®l language 
or whether it was a release—one iS substantially 
the other; one is just as effectual as the other. To 
show that 1 am right in that respect, I will simply 
read one of the replies from the commissioners of 
Maine to Mr. Webster: ; 

‘©2. Thatall grants of land within that portion of the dis- 
puted territory conceded to Great Britain, made by Maine 
and Massachusetts, or either of them, shall be confirmed, 
and all equitable possessory titles shall be quieted to those 
who possess the claims; and we assent to a reciprocal pro- 
vision for the benefit of settlers falling within the limits of 
Maine, and we trust that the voluntary suggestion of the 
British minister in regard to John Baker, and any others, 


if there be any similarly situated, will be carried into effect, 
so as to secure their rights.” 


If that does not amount to a request, and an 
assent on the part of the commissioners of Maine 
to confirm these titles, make them reciprocal, and 
if a release be necessary to execute it, then I do 
not understand the effect of language. I think I 
was right in that respect, and the Senator was 
wrong. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not propose, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to enter into an examination of this case 
upon its merits; for I apprehend that I should not 
be listened to if I did. When the Senator from 
North Carolina was making his very elaborate 
speech, with a good deal of energy and spirit, I 
looked around the Senate, and I think there were 
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not more than three or four gentlemen in the whole | 


Senate attending to his argument, and J apprehend 
that even the eloquent Senator from Maine has 
scarce been heard by the Senate; and if these gen- 
tlemen have not been able to attract the attention 
of the Senate, certainly nothing that I should say 
would have any effect. My voice may be ail 
bat I apprehend that my argument would scarcely 
be listened to or wert de to. Ido not propose, 
therefore, to enter into the argument of the case, 
but I merely wish to give my reasons why I am 
going to vote to admit this claim upon this appro- 
priation bill. That is the question before the Sen- 
ate, whether this amendment shall be permitted 
to be put upon an appropriation bill. 

As I understand the case, and I have had it 
under my consideration for the last four years, the 
occupants, who were in possession of these lands 
in the disputed territory between the Governments 
of the United States and Great Britain during the 
negotiation of the Ashburton treaty, under the 
stipulations of the fourth article of the treaty, 
were to be protected in their occupant titles. The 
Governments of the United States and of Great 
Britain entered into a solemn obligation with each 
other that they would protect and quiet the titles 
of these occupant settlers. How were they todoit, 
and under what circumstances? Here was a dis- 
puted territory, in which these persons were set- 
tled and were living. It was doubtful where the 
line would run when it was finally adjusted. ‘The 
Government of the United States undertook and 
did stipulate with Great Britain, that when this 
line was ascertained, if any persons fell within 
the jurisdiction of the United States occupying 
those lands for six years anterior to the treaty, 
the United States would quiet the utle of the oc- 
cupants. Quietithow? By purchasing out the 
legal title of the legal owners. That is the obli- 
gation; and Great Britain, on the other hand, un- 
dertook, and did stipulate, that if any of these 
occupants fell upon her side of the line, she would 
quiet their iby purchasing the paramount title 
of the legal owners. ‘That is the mutual obliga- 
tion of the two contracting parties. When the 
line came: to be run, it was found that a number 
of these persons were within the jurisdiction of 
the United States; they had been settled for six 
years previous to the treaty. The Government 
of the United States then was under solemn ob- 
ligation to protect their utles by purchasing up, 
if they could do so, at least the ude of the legal 
owners, those who held the paramount title. 

The legal owners—the claimants in this amend- 
ment—came to Congress,and asked that Congress 
should appropriate money to indemnify them for 
their title. They said, ** you have taken away 
these lands from us by this treaty. You have un- 
dertaken to guaranty the possession of these occu- 

ants, these men who went there without title. 

‘hey went there and squatted on our lands, You 
have stipulated to quiet their tite, and to protect 
them in the enjoyment of the land, by purchasing 
out our title. We are the legal owners of this 
land.’? They came here and asked Congress to 
pay them @reasunable indemnity for that legal 
title of which they were deprived by this stipu- 
lation of the treaty of 1842. There is the whole 
obligation. They came to Congress, and de- 
manded their rights. They asked Congress to 
my them for the lands which the United States 


iad thus actually, by force, by the stipulation of 


the treaty, taken from them, and given to other 
parties who had settled upon them. Congress 
refused, year after year, to do anything, to listen 
to their petition. But six years ago, if | remem- 
ber correctly, the Senate passed a resolution in- 
structing the Committee on Claims to take such 
steps as in their judgment were best calculated to 
ascertain the facts in the case; to ascertain who 
were the legal owners of this land, and whether 
the occupants had been in possession six years 
anterior to the treaty, and what was the value of 
the land, so that Congress might be informed on 
the subject, and do justice to all the parties con- 
cerned. The Committee on Claims did not of 
their own volition send this agent to Maine to 
look into these questions. I was not then in Con- 
gress. It was before I took a seat in the Senate 
that the resolution was passed and the agent sent. 
An impartial and intelligent agent was sent by the 
Committee on Claims, under the authority and 
direction of a resolution of the Senate. He went 
to Maine, he went upon the land, he examined 
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personally each tract, he inquired into, and ex- 
amined upon testimony, the value of each tract 
of land, the reasonable compensation which ought 
to be given to the legal owners of the titles; and 
he ascertained, too, who were the legal owners of 
the land. He investigated the records of the States 
of Maine and Massachusetts, and ascertained that 
these claimants who are now here petitioning for 
redress were, in fact, the legal owners of the titles 
against which the Government of the United States 
had set up the occupant or possessory title of 
these squatters by the treaty of 1842. He ascer- 
tained that these were the parties holding the legal 
title. He ascertained that, beyond dispute, by 
examination of the records of the States of Maine 
and Massachusetts. He ascertained who were 
the occupants, who were protected by the fourth 
article of the treaty of 1842. He examined wit- 
nesses as to the value of the land, and he made 
his report to Congress, which has been laid on 
the desks of Senators and is accessible to all. He 
there assessed this land, together with the injury 
which the owners had sustained by the abstraction 
of the timber, at fourdollars peracre;and that now 
is the indemnity which this amendment provides 
shall be given to the legal owners, the persons 
who have the legal title, the paramount ttle to 
this property, and from whom the Government 
is under obligations to purchase the ttle for the 
benefit of the oceupants. He ascertained that 
four dollars an acre was a reasonable compensa- 
tion, and these parties consent to take it. 

The Senator from North Carolina says that this 
obligation cannot exist on the part of the Govern- 
ment, because it was impossible for the Govern- 
ment to force these parties to sell their title. So 
it was; but still the obligation exists, and all that 
the Government can do, within the bounds of 
reason and justice and equity, is to pay to these 
legal owners what is the reasonable indemnity, 
as ascertained by proof, for their legal tide, and 
thus quiet and confirm the occupant claims. 
These parties have been knocking at the door of 
Congress for redress for eighteen years. This 
obligation of the Government ecaniiie 1842; and 


| they have been coming here and asking you, for 


eighteen years, to give to them what you are 
bound by every principle of honor, as well as 
justice and law, to give to them; that is, to pay 
them for the land which you have taken from 


_ them by the force of this treaty, and put into the 


| the value of the land, and a reasonable compensa- | 


2 . ¥ 
possession of other parties. They ask you to- 
day only to give them the four dollars an acre, 


tion for the property of which you have despoiled 
them, and they ask no interest even upon this 
amount; and yet itis refused. Even this act of 
simple justice you refuse; and you — you will 
not appropriate a dollar to pay your obligations, 
and to conform to the solemn stipulations of this 
treaty. J say, sir, itis an act of gross injustice 
to these parties. They are entitled to this money. 
They are willing to take it at your hands, and 
give you releases which you have bound your- 
self by the sacred obligations of your treaty to 
accomplish and attain for these occupants; and 
if the Government does not do this, the Govern- 
ment stands in the position of a man whom you 
cannot control, and takes advantage of its sover- 
eign power, if it has any sovereign power, to 
despoil your citizens of their just claims and 
rights, 

I trust, sir, that the American Senate will never 
consentto perpetrate so gross an outrage on Amer- 
ican citizens; and the reason why | propose to 
vote to put this amendment upon this appro- 
priation bill is, that this measure was introduced 
upon the Private Calendar as a —— bill at 
the early part of the session, and received the 
sanction of the Senate—even of the Senator from 
North Carolina himself. In the Committee on 


Claims that Senatorexamined this case fully, and | 


gave his acquiescence to tie report which the com- 
mittee made in favor of the bill; and, when that 
bill was up in the Senate, it was discussed and 
decided, and the Senator from North Carolina, if 
I mistake not, voted for the bill. I will not sa 
positively that he did so; but I know the bill 
passed by an overwhelming majority 

Mr. BRAGG. Did the Senator hear my ex- 
planation of that matter? 

Mr. IVERSON. I did not. 

Mr. BRAGG. What I said, I suppose, is on 
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| Mr. IVERSON. I only speak of my reco, 


tion. I know what occurred in committee, | 4 
not now recollect distinctly what occurred jn rE 
Senate when the bill was under consideratioy 
and passed this body. I know that the bill passed 
| the Senate by an overwhelming majority. | g 
not now remember that there was much opposi. 
tion to it; perhaps none; the Senator says nony. 
Then it must have met his acquiescence, ]¢ he 
believed that this was an unjust claim, as he how 
professes and argues, it was his solemn duty to 
have interposed his objection and his arguments 
against it at that time; bat, sir, new lights home 
sprung on the Senator’s mind, and he is now op. 
posed toa claim which, not six weeks ago a 
|| acknowledged, in the face of the world, WAS a just 
one. 1 do not complain of his change of opinion 
| Every man has a right to change his opinion; on 
I say it is extraordinary that the Senator should 
with so much pertinacy and energy, resist , 
claim to which he, six weeks ago, even in ¢ 
mittee and in this body, did not object. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Senator stil] Insists, after 
| I have told that I had made an explanation of that 
matter, in a total misrepresentation of my posi- 
| tion. I said to the Senate before, and | repeat it 

again to the honorable Senator, and I think ho 
| ought to have been more cautious, after | had 
stated to him that I had explained my position— 
I stated (and the Senator ought to know it) tha 
in committee I gave my assent to this claim wit) 
great reluctance, thatI had my doubts about jt, 
that I had not an opportunity of that full investi. 
gation which I subsequently had; that I was jp- 
duced to make that examination by what occurred 
in the other House; and on making that investiga. 
tion I had become satisfied that this claim had yo 
merit in it, that it is not within the treaty; and if 
| it were to be considered as within the treaty, or 
discussed on that point, it had no merit of itself, 
That is what I said; yet the Senator persists in 
| stating that I had assented to it in committee, that 
I did not oppose it here, and that I assented to it 
here. Now, sir, the honorable Senator ought to 
know, if he chooses to speak here of what occurred 
in committee, what did occur, and if he states it 
correctly, he will state what I have stated here 
now. 

Mr. IVERSON. I did not hear the Senator's 
explanation to-day; and when he interrupted me, 
he only referred to the explanation without stat- 
ing what it was, and of course I did not under- 
stand what it was. 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought when I had done that, 
the honorable Senator would at least have had 
| the kindness towards me to inquire what the ex- 
planation was before he made the violent assault, 

Mr. IVERSON. I only state the fact which 
the Senator himself does not dispute, that in com- 
mittee he approved of the action of the committee 
in reporting the bill. 1 understood the Senator 
then merely to have doubts in relation to the 
value, not in relation to the principle atall. | 
may have misunderstood him, but that was my 
impression. 

Mr. BRAGG. If the Senator will allow me,| 
will say further, that for myself—and I allow him 
the same privilege—though I may assent to 4 
measure in committee or here, if I become satis- 
fied afterwards that the measure is one which 
ought not to receive my support, I shall not hes- 
| itate on any occasion, whatever may be the opiv- 
ion of the Senator from Georgia, to express my 
opinion freely and fully, or to change my vote 
| if it be necessary, as I consider. 

Mr. IVERSON. I shall not dispute the duty 
| of the Senator or his course. Certainly he hasa 
| right to change his opinion whenever he chooses, 


the 


Sta 
om- 








on any subject and on all subjects. 1 mention 
the fact simply to show, that where a Senator has 
| been once convinced in favor of a claim, and then 
| goes in Opposition to it, his arguments against |! 
| ought to be received with many grains of allow- 
| ance. 
|| I do not propose, Mr. President, to go further 
| into this matter. Here is the simple language 0! 
_ the treaty, by which this Government undertakes 
/a solemn obligation to quiet these possessory 
claims, and to purchase out the legal ttle. There 
| is the language which no man can dispute orm 
understand, and if any man can put a different 
| construction on that language than such as l have 
| ut, I think he is a greater casuist than even the 
nator from North Carolina. The language * 
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plain, unmistakable; and all these claimants ask, 
you entered into with the Government of Great 
Britain; and when you have given a utle to these 
occupants, who are mere trespassers at best, but 
who remained there for the six years; when you 
have taken it away from the legal owners, those 
who had the paramount legal title to this land; 
when 
obligations to refund to these legal owners the 


value of the title which you have taken from | 


them. , F 2 
| think, therefore, sir, that inasmuch as this is 


a clear case arising undera treaty, and is to carry 
out the stipulations of a treaty, it may properly 
be put upon an appropriation bill; and as these 


claimants have been here for eighteen years, en- | 


deavoring to get justice at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, and have failed from year to year because 
of the difficulties of getting a private bill through 
the two Houses, I think they may, with propriety, 
ask that their claim may ve put upon an appro- 


priation bill, that it may have the sanction and || 
force of such & measure to carry it through Con- || 


cress. The bill which passed here at the early 
Part of the session,and has gone to the House of 
hepresentatives, is in sucha condition there, from 
the rulesand the management of business in that 
House, that it will not be reached during the pres- 


ent session, and these claimants will be still fur- |) 
ther postponed in the obtainment of their just | 
You cannot rely even on the strongest | 


rights. ae 3 
claims to carry a bill through the two Houses in 


Congress in the shape of a private bill. This bill | 


has passed, as I understand, both Houses of Con- 
It has passed the Senate at Jeast two or 
three times, if I mistake not; twice, I know; and 
yet it has failed in the House of Representatives, 
not because of the want of merit, but because of 
the difficulty of reaching it in that House and act- 
ing upon it. It ought to go upon this appropria- 
tion bill, in my humble judgment, because it is 
high time that Government should do justice to 
these parties, and pay them for the title it has 


gress. 


taken from them under the operation of this treaty. | 
I did not report the bill from the Committee on | 


Claims. It was reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island from that committee, and he asked 
my assent to offer it asan amendment to this bill, 


and I gave him my assent, from the firm convic- | 


tion that the claim is a just one, and oaght to be 
paid; and the sooner it is paid, the #eoner the 
Government will discharge a high and solemn 
obligation which it owes to its citizens. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in | 


the chair.) ‘The question is, Shall this amend- 
ment be received in order under the 30th rule of 
the Senate ? 

Mr. BRAGG called for the yeas and nays, and 

1 . « 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 

- EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, [verson, King, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, ‘Ten Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Davis, 
Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Poweli, Pugh, Saulsbury, Slidell, 
Lhomson, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—26. 


So the Senate refused to receive the amend- 
ment 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 

POST OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
deficiency bill, which is sent here with an amend- 
ment by the House. 1 think we had better settle 
that, and then I shall ask the Senate to take up 


the general Post Office appropriation bill. 
he motion was agreed to. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
's upon the amendment of the House of Repre- 
Sentatives to the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 503) making farther appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860. 

. Mr. YULEE. ” [ rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing that we adjourn with this bill pending. It is 
Suggested to me that the Senate is not full; and 
&s there has been much interest manifested upon 
both sides of the Chamber in the question in- 
volved in this biil, and inasmuch as we have had 


A 


's that you shall carry out the obligation whch 


I now call up the Post Office: 
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i} avery h ony week, and I myself feel very much 


exhausted, I think we had better adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. If my friend will give way, 
rather than do that, | should like to report the 
general Post Office bill for the next year, and see 
if we cannot act on that, because to-morrow, at 
twelve o’clock, 1 am under pledge to call up the 


|| tariff bill;and L shall do so, if the Senate will sus- 


you have done that, you are under some | 





tain me. 

Mr. YULEE. 
ator’s reporting the regular Post Office appropri- 
ation bill, but I suggest that we had better adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to gentlemen 
that, from indications in the House, our session 
may come toa close on Monday, and that we 
had better be pretty fast about disposing of the 
appropriation bills. * 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucnanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had thisday approved 
and signed anact (S. No. 168) toamend ** Anact to 
define and regulate the jurisdiction of the district 


| to the survey and location of private land claims.”’ 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
| House had concurred in some and disagreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
House (No. 215) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian 


| department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations | 


with various Indian tribes, for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1860; and had concurred in other 


amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested, 

The Senate procecded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 215) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861, disagreed to 

y the House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ments of the House to other amendments of the 
Senate to the said bill; and 


| On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, disagree to the amendments of the House to other 


|| amendments of the Senate, and ask a conference on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Vice Presi- 


appointed. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. I am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Finance to report back the bill (H.R. No. | 


| 564) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
| ing the 30th of June, 1861, without amendment; 
and Lask, by general consent, that it be now con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the Post Office deficiency bill will be 
laid aside for the time being, and the bill just re- 
ported will be considered. The bill (H. R. No. 
964) is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. LIask that the bill be read, as 
it has been lately printed, and the Senate may 
not have seen it. 

‘The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to move one amend- 
ment to the bil!. It is to strike out the proviso at 
the commencement of the fourteenth line, in these 
words: 

Provided however, That the maximum compensation to 
be paid to route agents shall not exceed $800 per year. 


This involves a very small saving to the Gov- 
| ernment, and, in my judgment, is an act of great 
| injustice to a very ill-paid class of persons. The 
effect of it is to reduce the compensation of about 
| forty-five route agents from one thousand to eight 
| hundred dollars, of about fifty-four from nine han- 








fifty more. It is only where the service is most 
| important, and is now badly paid, that this pro- 


I have no objection to the Sen- | 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 


amendments of the Senate to the said bill, with | 


| dent was authorized to appoint the committee of | 
|| conference on the part of the Senate; and Mr. | 
| Pearce, Mr. Sepastian, and Mr. Wixson, were | 


courts of the United States in California in regard | 








| 
| 


| dred to eight hundred dollars, and the others it |) 
does not touch, amounting to three hundred and-| 
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viso makes a reduction which, upon the whole, 
will amount to about fourteen thousand dollers a 
year in round numbers. The service thatis ren- 
dered requires from these agents on the largest 
routes, where the mail is most troublesome to han- 
dle, and there are the greatest number of officers 
tosupply, men certainly of integrity, of character, 
and men of capacity, to conduct the business in an 
orderly manner. [tinvolves, beyond all question, 
the hazard of life in the course of a year to a very 
material extent; because, taking the year through, 
the life of a man who is traveling on your rail- 
roads day by day is putin hazard. The service 
is dangerous. Under our rules, if one of these 
officers were killed, his widow or children would 
not be entitled toany pension, They have been 
frequently injured under such circumstances. 
‘The compensation is less than you pay to a tide- 
waiter for lounging on the wharves of a large city; 
and yet it is sought to reduce that compensation, 


| without.reference at all to the class of serviee, by 


an arbitrary disposition on the partof the House 
that only cuts off $14,000 of the annual expenses 
of the Government. | think the provision unwise 
in itself; unjust to aclass of men who ought to be 
aid more instead of less than the sum mentioned 
in the limitation in the bill, in many instances, 

I have seen a good deal of this service, and I 


/ am satisfied that it is more underpaid than the 
| service of almost any officers requiring equal ca- 


pacity and equal character that you have in your 
employment—far less than those engaged in your 
customs. There is no comparison between the 


| capacity required and the extent of service per- 


| tween the service of these agents an 


formed, the deprivation of the enjoyments of 
home, and asthousand things of that kind, and 
the shortening of life arising from constant and 
incessant fatigue. There is no comparison be- 

d the whole 
class of what are called inspectors of customs, 


| especially in the large cities. Some of them now 


and then have some labor, but the mags of them 
are often entirely unoccupied. They are = 
$1,100 a year; and now it is sought to’cut these 


| route agents down to $800. Thinking the pro- 


vision Is a petty economy which works gross in- 


| justice to aclass of men who are now underpaid, | 


ask the Senate todo justice to them by striking out 
the limitation. 

Mr. GWIN. There are some provisions in 
this bill to which I am very much opposed, The 
reduction of the pay of the agents, | think, is en- 
tirely wrong. he fact is, that the manner in 
which the House have reduced the compensation 
of the agents on the Pacific coast will render it, in 
my judgment, utterly impossible to have the of- 
fices filled at all. There are other provisions in 
the bill which, itseems tome, ought notto be in an 
appropriation bill for the Post Office Department. 
It has entirely destroyed any prospect of carrying 
the mails by ocean service, if we are driven to 
that necessity. But it is so very necessary that 
we should have an appropriation for the Post Of- 
fice Department during the next yer, that I am 
prepared, notwithstanding the objections lL have 


| to the biil—and I hope the Senate will concur 
| with me—to pass it without amendment asit came 


| from the House of Representatives, 


There are 


| many objectionable features in the bili; but we 


ought to get clear of the difficulty in which we 


| were plunged last year by the loss of the Post 
’ 


Office appropriation bill, which involved the Gov- 
ernment in difficulty, and will probably involve 
itin heavy damages hereafter. e ought to pass 


this bill, and then, on the deficiency bill,on which 


| we have had a difference, or on the post route 
| bill, or on some other bill that will come up, let 


| 


us make such amendments, even to the bill that 
we pass now, as, in the judgment of the Senate, 


ought to be made to this bill. 


[ hope, therefore, the Senate will pass this bill 
just as it came from the House. I shall vote for 
it in that form, although there are provisions of 
the bill to which I am utterly opposed. I think 
we ought to put the Post Office Department in 
such a position that it can go on the next year, 
and not jeopardize the appropriations. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I qujte concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Delaware. 1 think the reduction is extremely 
unfair and unwise. It embraces a class of men 
who havea vast amount of responsibility thrown 
upon them, who are but very badly paid, and a 
respectable class of whom I feel perfectly sure 
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would not perform the service at this rate. I con- 
curenurely with the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware, and | hope his amendment will prevail. 
Mr. BAYARD. One word on this idea of the 
necessity of passing the bill without amendment. 
I differ from the House of Representatives in many 
of their opinions, and I am unwilling to suppose 
that there is any hazard of sending a bill back to 
them with an amendment. I dislike the policy. 
I am never afraid of sending a bill back to them 


with an amendment that I think ought to be made. | 


I think this ought to be made in justice. Lam 
yerfectly aware that the vote in the House of 
tepresentatives was ina very thin House indeed; 
an 


| 
} 
| 
; 
| 
| 


I cannot believe that,on the matter being || 


brought before them, they will commit a very | 


great act of injustice to so desirable a class of 
public officers as this proviso involves. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 concur most heartily in what 
has been said by the Senator from Delaware and 
the Senator from Maryland. 1 think this very 
small business,indeed. ‘These men are not on! 
meritorious, their occupation is not only labori- 


ous, but the wear and tear of clothes, the hazard | 
of life, and all the peculiar surroundings, make | 


the present compensation very low; and I am sat- 
isfied that it would be wrong to pass the bill in 
its present shape in this respect. It would do an 
injury to an indispensable public service—one in 
which we all feel deeply interested. 1 am glad 
that the amendment has been offered; and I in- 
tended to offer it myself if no one else had pre- 
sented it. As for interfering with this bill, I can- 
not imagine for one moment that an amendment 


like this, to which, with no ane any other | 


proposition can be attached, could interpose a 


moment’s delay in the House of Representatives. | 


I am confident it will not. 
ator from Virginia will discover that the House 
of Representatives will be very glad to concur in 
this amendment. I have had more applications 
from not gnly the men themselves, but from the 
traveling Community, who observe the diligence, 
labor, anf hazard of these men, than I have had 


I think that the Sen- | 


for any similar proposition pending before Con- | 


gress. 

Mr. GREEN. 
proper, and | am not willing to entertain a doubt 
of the House of Representatives discharging their 


duty in a becoming manner. 


imum, and it will thus become a sort of uniform 


Mr. President, I shall vote for | 
the amendment because | believe it to be just and || 


scale. The average heretofare has not been more | 


than about eight hundred dollars, some as low as 


six hundred, some seven hundred, and some more | 


than eight hundred, depending on the length of 
the route they had torun. That is equitable; that 
is right; but to try to scale them all, and make 
them équal without reference to their travel, their 
labor, and their duty, is very unfair. Now, the 


argument urged is not that this provision of the | 
bill is correci, but that if we touch the bill the | 
House of Representatives will not agree to our | 


amendment, and the bill will be tied up between 
the two Houses. 
Since my little experience in legislation, L have 
never known but one bill lost in that way, and 
that was under a very peculiar set of cireum- 


lam not willing to believe so. | 


stances, such as I do not believe will exist again. | 
I think the House of Representatives, on recon- 


sideration, will see the impropriety of this pro- 
vision, and hence | shall vote for the amendment 
to strike it out. 

Mr. HUNTER. Asa question of abstract pro- 


priety, | quite agree with the Senator from Dela- | 


ware. 


I think these route agents are cut down | 


too low by the bill; but I believe it to be better to 
pass the bill without amendment. This matter of | 


the Post Office seems to be an unhappy subject, 


and questions of difference seem constantly to 
arise between the Houses. I am willing to take | 


this bill as the other House have sentitto us, for 


the purpose of avoiding such disputes as have oc- | 


eurred on the Pest Office deficiency bill, which it 
seems we are unable to settle aeeeneeny 
Mr. HAMLIN. I want to make a single state- 


ment, in which the Senator from Maryland (Mr. | 


Pearce) will concur. I think some Senator on 
the other side made the remark that he thought 
the other House had not very maturely consid- 
ered this point, and that they would be very likely 
to recede. On the other hand, I am inclined to 
the opinion that they have very maturely consid- 


| 
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ered it, because, through the various commit- | 
tees of conference which have been already had | 
upon the deficiency Post Office bill, about which 
we have not been able to agree, they have inti- 
mated this very thing as one of the measures they | 
would propose to the Senate as one of practical 
reform. 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have only a word to say, 
It seems to be argued on the other side that this | 
provision limiting the pay of route agents is 
wrong, and that no one would vote for it as a | 
proposition by itself; and the ground is taken that 
those who are for retaining this provision in the | 
bill retain it because they fear a disagreement be- 


cause it is right. Here, now, is an attempt at | 
reform, to reduce the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment; and I want to see where the Senator from 


Georgia, who talks so much about extravagance || 


and plunder, will be found upon this proposition. 
Here is a proposition to limit the pay of route 


| agents to $800 a year, so that no man shall re- 





The provision in || 
the bill as it now stands leaves $800 as the max- | 


ceive more than that; and every Senator on the 








ae 





| and such, I believe, is the opinion of the entle. 


mgn associated with me—concur in the alteration 


|| of the law which comes from the House of Ren. 
‘| resentatives; but that we shall take som p 


; e early 
occasion to correct what we deem to have on 


an error. 

I wish to say also that there has been another 
reduction made by the House without proper cop. 
sideration, and which, if we were amending the bil! 
atall, ought now to beamended. It is the redyc. 
tion made by the House of Representatives in the 
appropriation for the expenses of the clerks in the 
post offices, in which they have made.a large reduc. 
| Uon without referring to the Post Office Department 
at all for information upon the subject, and which 


|| may very much embarrass the necessary facilities 
| tween the two Houses. Now, sir, lam for retain- | i 
| ing this provision in the bill upon its merits, be- 


and means of making distribution at the principg’ 

post offices in the United States, whereby the publie 

convenience may be very greatly interfered with. 
| In both these particulars I shall endeavor, if some 
suitable occasion offer, to invite the attention of 
the Senate for the purpose of amendment and cor. 
| rection. I have not moved any amendments, al- 
|| though we have many from the Post Office Com- 
|| mittee which would have been appropriate to this 
_ bill, coneurring in the recommendation of the Fj. 


other side who has spoken on the subject is in |! nance Committee that we should act upon this 


favor of striking it out, so as to keep their pay 


up. i} 


Mr. TOOMBS. 
poverty. 


I never robbed pence out of 


Mr. TRUMBULL. No; always an excuse | 


when the practical question comes to limit the 
expenditures of the Government. We shall see 
where the votes are that keep the salaries up. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Cameron, Davis, 


| Fiteh, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Kennedy, and Sli- 


dell—11. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler, 


| Clark, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, | 


Hamlin, Harlan, Hunter, Iverson, King, Lane, Latham, 


| Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, | 


Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—33. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GREEN. I have an amendment which I 
had designed proposing; but if it be the fixed de- 
termination to vote down all amendments tending 
to improve the action of the House on whatever 


they may propose, it will be useless for me to offer | 


it. Lam, however, promised an opportunity to 


offer it to some other bill. I believe I will merely | 
take the sense of the Senate, without delaying any 
time, by moving it now, and, if it be voted down, | 


I shall move it to some other bill. 
ment is: 


And be it further enacted, That the power devolved on, 
and the duty required to be performed by, the first Comp- 
troller of the Treasury to assess the damages due the par- 
ties under the sixth section of the act entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for the sérvice of the Post Office De- 
partnent during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1857,”. be, and the same are hereby, transferred to, and 


The amend- 


vested in, and shall hereafter be performed by, the Register | 


of the Treasury and Commissioner of Patents. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is a private claim. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 


Mr. YULEE. I desire to say that I did not 


vote upon the proposition of the Senator from | 


Delaware at all; and it is proper that I should state 
that I did not vote because [ was unwilling that 
any amendment should be made to the bill; I was 


| desirous that it should pass without amendment; 


but I could not vote against the amendment pro- 
posed, because I was satisfied that the House 
was wrong in the reduction which it made in the 
pay of these agents. 
Mr. HUNTER 


a vote on the bill. 


Never mind. Let us have 


Mr. YULEE. Well, sir, I choose to say a few | 


words, and I choose to say them because I shall | 


take some occasion to endeavor to correct this 


_ error. The pay of the route agents varies from 


a thousand dollars, whichis the maximum of the 
law, to some three or four hundred dollars, in 
some instances less, generally not more than seven 
or eight hundred dollars. Upon some of the 


routes, the important routes, it will be impossible | 


to employ such men as are competent and suited 
4o the employment for the sum of _— I say 
this in soles that it may not be considered that the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads— 


| bill without amendment. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
| Mr. GWIN. Now let us take up the Post 
Office deficiency bill. 
‘| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Post Office 
|| deficiency bill having been set aside temporarily, 
|| for the consideration of the general appropriation 
| bill for the Post Office Department, is now before 
| the Senate for consideration. 
|| Mr. HUNTER. Is the Senator from Florida 
| ready to go on with that bill to-night? 

Mr. YULEE. I abandon the management of 
it to the chairman of the Finance Committee, who 
objects that I even should speak. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. According to promise, then, 
| I move to take up the tariff bill, for the purpose 
|| of adjourning — it, so that it may come up to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R 
|| No. 338) to provide for the payment of outstand- 
ing T ry notes, to authorize a loan, to regu- 
| late and fix the duties on imports, and for other 
urposes, was taken up as in Committee of the 

Whole. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate then 
' adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 14, 1860. 


'| The House met ateleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
|| by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srockron. 

‘| ‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the Com- 
|| mittee of Ways and Means to ask the consent of 
' the House for that committee to sit during the 
_ sessions of the House. 

'| The motion was entertained by unanimous con- 
|| sent, and agreed to. 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr.STRATTON, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, presented the report of the committee in the 
Kentucky contested-election case; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. GARTRELL presented the views of 8 

minority of the committee; which were also laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRATTON. I desire to give notice that 
I shall call up the report for action to-morrow, 
after the morning hour. 


CALIFORNIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BURCH, by general consent, presented 
the resolutions of she ‘Lagichnave of the State of 
California, in relation to certain Indian reserva- 
| tions in said State; which were laid on the table, 
| and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT IVES’S REPORT. 


Mr. BURNETT, by unanimous consent, sub- 
|| mitted a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
| the House, yesterday, laid on the table the res 
! lution reported from the Committee on Printing, 

for printing extra copies of the report of Lieu- 
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tenant Ives; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. ' 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


EBEN ADAMS. 


Mr. LEE, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
reported a bill for the reliefof Eben Adams; which 
was read a first and second time, referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire the consent 
of the House to submit a resolution, calling for 
further information in relation to the recent defal- 
cation in the New York post office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object; and call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees for reports, commencing where the call 
last left off. 

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS—-SARDINIA. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, reported the following res- 
olutions; which were read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That this House accept the present of public 
documents of the Kingdom of Sardinia, lately made to this 
body by its Chamber of Deputies, and transmitted by the 
charge d’afaires of that Kingdon, and that the same be de- 
posited in the Library of Congress. 

Resolved, That the Speaker make to the Questore of the 
Chamber ef Deputies of the Kingdom of Sardinia the grate- 
ful acknowledgments of this body fer this act of favor and 
courtesy, to be by him conveyed to its Chamber of Depu- 
ties. 


B. FRANKLIN JACKSON, 


Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, reported adversely upon the petition of B. 
Franklin Jackson, asking for a republication of 
the American State Papers; which was laid upon 
the table. 

B. H. KINNEY. . 


Mr. PETTIT also, from the same committee, | 


made an adverse report upon the petition of B. H. 
Kinney, of Worcester, Massachusetts, asking 
encouragement to the work of constructing a na- 
tional monument in honor to La Fayette and other 
eminent French officers—our friends and allies in 
the war of the Revolution; which was laid on the 
table. 
EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PETTIT also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making appropriations to complete 
the publication of the exploring expedition; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to that bill. 
Are we never to have an end to the exploring 
expedition ? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the bill 
will be referred. 

Mr. PETTIT. I am not proposing to put the 
= its passage now; put I ask that it be 
read, 

The bill, which was read, provides that the fol- 
lowing sums of money be appropriated for com- 
pleting the pulflication of the exploring expedi- 
uon, pursuant to the act of Congress of August 


26, 1542, and to pay the contingent expenses of | 


the same; to wit: to complete the publication of the 
exploring expedition, $59,549 35; to pay artists 
and authors, $8,982 75; and to keep and preserve 
the property of the expedition, $5,000. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 ask if that is a report from 
a committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask whether there has 
been any action of this House by which this sub- 
Ject came properly before that committee. 

Mr. PETTIT. In answer to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, I beg leave to say that, 








by an act of Congress, passed August 26, 1842, | 


the Joint Committee on the Library was directed 
tomake a publication of the results of the ex- 
ploring expedition. This expedition, consisting 
of several vessels of war, supplied on a liberal 
scale, in pursuance of an act of Congress passed 
for the purpose, was sent abroad in the summer 
of 1838, under the command of Commander 
ig be part, it was intended or sapemeasial 

cts. In part, it was a ical searc 

embracing both coasts of eee and the 
Coasts of California and Oregon, then almost un- 

nown, eastern Asia, and the numerous clusters 








in typography and embellishment. 


| subject in detail. 


of islands in the south Pacific and Indian seas. 
The expedition coasted for many days the Ant- 
arctic continent, desolate with perpetual winter as 
the region that surrounds the north pole. 

No similar expedition of any Government had 
ever achieved greater results, and Congress di- 
rected, by the act I have already referred to, that 
an account of its discoveries should be published, 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee on 
the Library. The law, in terms, prescribed what 
the publication should be, and how it should be 
done, leaving the committee no discretion. So 
that what has been done by the committee has 
been merely an executive duty in obedience to 
law. 


The law required it to be done after the | 


form of the voyage of the Astrolabe, a work then | 


in progress, commenced by the French Govern- 


ment in 1824, superior to anything then attempted | 


It next lim- | 


ited the publication to matters which were new | 


and original. ‘This required the employment of 


eminent scientific men, especially in the depart- | 


ments of natural history. 
and a corresponding style of illustration, made it 
obvious that Congress meant that the work should 
lack nothing to bring it up to what was then un- 


| derstood to be the importance of the expedition, 


The work has been in progress from that time, 


° | 
These requirements | 


On the 2d of March, 1859, the chairman of the | 


Library Committee reported to the Senate on the 
The amount thenexpended on 
the whole work was $279,131, with a balance of 
funds on hand of $4,480 90. The whole amount 
expended up to May 1, 1860, was $284,035 87. 
When completed, the whole work will consist, 
with atlases, of thirty-eight large quarto volumes, 
of which thirty-two have already been published. 
All but three volumes—one of Dr. Gray, and two 
of Professor Agassiz—with accompanying at- 
lases, have been completed, or are now being 
completed, with the funds under the control of the 
committee. The manuscripts and illustrations of 
these last works, with an exception of the gen- 


eralization of his work by Professor Agassiz, are || 


now completed, and on the table of the committee, 
The edition of the work was limited by law to 
one hundred copies. ‘This seems to have been 


carefully adopted by Congress, on the recom- | 


mendation of a committee, consisting of William 
C. Preston, (whose recent death has brought 
freshly to the public memory his great genius, 
services and worth,) Benjamin Tappan, and Rufus 
Choate. Whatever deubt might now be felt of 
the propriety of undertaking such a work, if it 
had not been undertaken at all, I think it will be 
granted that it ought not to be abandoned in its 
imperfect and unfinished state, when so near com- 
pletion, but brought to a conclusion; and that the 
proper appropriation ought to be made for the 
purpose, But.this is a matter for the judgment 
of i House, when it can be reached. ‘The ob- 
ject of this bill is intended to show how much 
will be necessary to complete the publication; 
how much will be necessary to pay the accounts 
of the artist and authors who have been under the 
employment of Congress; and how much will be 
necessary to take care of the engraved plates, and 
other valuable property, belonging to the Govern- 
ment, in prosecuting the work. If it shall be 
thought best not to finish the publication, the pro- 
posed appropriation of $59,549 35 can be struck 
out. 

I move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to the ref- 
erence of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly has 
a right to move that the bill be referred, as it has 
been properly introduced under a call of commit- 
tees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (S. 
No. 287) to incorporate the National Gallery and 
School of Arts in the District of Columbia; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, I desire to say that when 
the vote was taken upon the proposition to cen- 





| blanks, which have been ordered by law to anne 
| out by contract to the lowest bidder;) and befc 


sure the President and the Secretary of the Navy, 
I was Let off. Had I been at liberty to vote, 
I should have voted against the resolutions, be- 
cause I believe those officers, in public and in 
private, among the purest men of the nation. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. HASKIN. If now call up the joint reso- 
lution (H.R. No. 41) from the Committee on 
Printing, to reduce the price of public printing; 
and I ask to put the resolution upon its passage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. This is a call of 
committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. We are now calling com- 
mittees for reports; and we are just through, and 


it is in order for the gentleman to call up this 
report for action. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, 
tee been called? 

The SPEAKER. It has just been called. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But the gentleman 
does not propose to report a bill, but he calls up 
a bill for action. 

The SPEAKER, This is called up in the reg- 
ular course of the business upon which we are 
engaged. 

Mr. HASKIN. I will state for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia, that this is 
a report from the Committee orf Printing. They 
recommend the passage of the joint resolution in 
favor of which the gentleman from Virginia de- 
sired to vote when the debate took place upon 
this matter some days ago. I call for the reading 
of the resolution, 

The resolution, which was read, provides that 
the prices established and allowed for the public 
printing by the act entitled ** An act to provide 
for executing the public printing, and establish- 
ing the prices thereof, and tor other purposes,”’ 
approved August 26, 1852, and by several acta 
amendatory thereof, that 1s to say: for compo- 
sition, press-work, folding, stitching, and insert- 
ing mapsand plates, be reduced forty per centum; 
and that, for the purpose of giving full ferce and 
effect to the resolution, the Superintendent of the 
Public Printing is authorized and directed to cause 
the accounts of the Public Printer or Printers to 
be made out and rendered to him, as heretofore, 
under the provisions of the act of August 26, 
1852, (except as to the printing of the Post Office 


Has that commit- 


ore 
certifying the same to the Treasury for payment, 
to deduct, from the aggregate amount of each ac- 
count so rendered, the sum of forty per centum, 


| and that the residue shall be received by the Pub- 


| lic Printer or Printers as full compensation for 





the work stated in said account. Iso, that the 
resolution shall take effect from the passage there- 
of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to submit, without any re- 
mark, an amendment to his joint resolution, and 
let the House vote on the two? 

Mr. HASKIN. I will hear it read. 

Mr. Hovusron’s amendment was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out all after the words “ that hereafter,” in the 
third line, and add the following : 

The Superintendent of Public Printing shall advertise in 
three of the principal newspapers in the city of Washing- 
ton, for at least ten days before the meeting of each and 
every Congress, that the printing of both Houses of Con- 


| gress, and of the Executive Departments, will be let out on 


the first day of the approaching session, for the term of two 


| years, to such practical printer or printers as shall offer to 


execute it—the Government furnishing the paper, as now— 


| for the greatest per centum off the prices fixed by the print- 
| ing law passed August 26, 1852, and shall give sufficient se- 


curity that it shall be done promptly, and in style and man- 
ner equal, at least, to any printing ever executed for the 


| United States by a Public Printer: Provided, That, if the 


Superintendent shall think it best, he may let out the print- 
ing of the Executive Departments on a separate contract ; 
but the printing of the two Houses of Congress shall be let 
out in One contract, and the contractor or contractors shall 
charge once only for composition unless the type shall have 
been distributed before the other House ordered the same 
document to be printed for it. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That in case the con- 
tractor or contractors shall fail to execute the printing 
promptly, and in a workmanlike manner, it shall be the 
duty of the Superintendent of Public Printing to make a 
contract with the next lowest bidder or bidders who offered 
to exceute it, and showed a readiness and ability to do it, 
charging the defaulting printer or printers the difference be- 
tween his or their bid or bids, and the bid or bids of the 


contractor or contractors who shall undertake to do the 
printing in their stead. : 

Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, ‘That so much of the 
printing law passed August 26, 12:52, as does not conflict 
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with this, shall remain in foree; and this joint resolution 
shall take effect on, from, and after, the first day of the 
meeting of the Thirty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. HASKIN. I cannot consent to accept 
that amendment, and I call for the prévious ques- 
tion upon my joint resolution, 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will offer this as an addition to his, to take 
effect next Congress, and let his apply tothe pres- | 
ent Congress, if he chooses. 

Mr. HASKIN. That provides for an entirely | 
different system—the contract system—which has 
been tried and failed. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; and, under its oper- 
ation, the joint resolution was ordered to be | 
engrossed and read a third time; and, being en- | 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HASKIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also 
moved tolay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICERS OF NEW ORLEANS MINT. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the | 
Committee on Commerce, reported back the me- 
morial of B. F. Taylor and other officers of the 
mint at New Orleans, and asked that the same be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
It was so ordered. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, also, from the 
same committee, presented a report on the subject 
of expenditure in the custom-houses; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

RALPIT READER. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, also, fromthe 
kame committee, reported back the petition of 
Ralph Reader, of Hamilton county, Ohio, and 
asked that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

It was so ordered. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am directed, by the select 
committce on the Pacific railroad, to present a 
report. I understand that if I do not report this 
morning, | will have some opportunity of doing 
so to-morrow. If that be so, I will not take up | 
the time of the House now. 

The SPEAKER. That may not be so. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. Then, I ask to 
present the eet 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That there may be 
no wares on the subject, | understand | 

that the Chair rules that it may not be so. 

The SPEAKER. Itisimpossible for the Chair 
to be anticipating the orders of the House. The 
committee is now called; but whether it may be 
called to-morrow, the Chair cannot tell. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Certainly, sir. No- | 
body can tell what a day may bring forth. 
{Laughter.} I just wanted the gentleman not to 
be misled. 

The SPEAKER. It would be in the power of 
the House to excuse the gentleman from report- 
ing to-day, and give him leave to report to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. BRANCH. [I endeavored to defeat the 
resolution under which these reports are being 
made. I did not succeed; but I give notice now 
that I wil! defeat any of the effects of it that I can; 
and the gentleman must report when his commit- 
tee is called, or not at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa 
sees that he has notice. 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; I will take notice accord- 
ingly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope, if the gentleman is 
going to report, he will report at once, and not 
use up the morning hour. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will take up as little time as 
possible; certainly no more than the subject de- 
serves, It will be remembered, Mr. Speaker, 
that the whole matter of the Pacific railroad was 
before the House on a former occasion. Objec- 
tion was made to the bill because the parties 
named in the bill were notincorporated, ‘To ob- 
viate that objection, although the committee did 
noj think it necessary, they unanimously agreed 
to insert a clause by which no property or interest 





_ bondsshall be advanced by the Government, bonds | 


| under the rules. 
| Wit: to postpone the bill to the third Tuesday in | 
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| interpolate these remarks in mine. 


persons were incorporated, still the mortgage 
Which was proposed might not be a proper lien on 
the Territories and States through which the road 
is to pass; and a provision has been also unani- 
mously adopted by the committee to obviate that 
objection, by requiring that, before any land or 


shall be given to the satisfaction of the Attorney 
General, and the mortgage recorded. After hav- 
ing thus, as the committee believes, obviated every 
objection made to the bill, and as the session is 
now drawing near to its close, and no provision 
seems to have been made by the Senate or the 
House to prolong it, it was agreed by the com- 
mittee thata = full discussion could not be had 


during the few days that remain of the session. || 


Under these circumstances they desired me to re- 


port the bill to the House, and to ask to have it | 


postponed to a certain day in the next session. 
Ihey do this with a hope that the bill shall be 
fairly considered by the President, and by Con- 
gress; for we have no desire thata bill of so much 
importance to the country should be acted on 
hastily, and without consideration. 

Mr. STANTON. What is the matter before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. 
is making a report. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I want him to make 
a report, but not to make a speech. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the 
gentleman to be presenting a report on the subject 
of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, let the gentleman send 
itup, and have it read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
whether it is in order 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not 
I have but a 
I have but to present this re- 


The gentleman from lowa 


1 do not know 





few words to say. 


port with a resolution, and toask for the passage | 


of the resolution; and on that I call the previous 
question. There is no necessity for discussion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. All I ask is, that 
the gentleman will allow me to offer an amend- 
ment, and then Ict the whole go over. 


Mr.CURTIS. Icannot admitany amendments | 


now; they would be out of order 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the matter of a Pacific railroad be post- 
poned till the third Tuesday in December next; and that 
fifteen thousand copies of the bill, prepared by the commit- 
tee, and the report, be printed and enveloped for distribu- 
tion by the members ot the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 
resolution is susceptible of division. 

The SPEAKER. 
olution must go to the Committee on Printing 
The other part is in order, to 


| December. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virgina. I again ask the gen- | 


| tleman from Iowa to allow me to put in my amend- 


ment. 
Mr. CURTIS. 


amendments to be proposed, and if I give the gen- 


| tleman the opportunity to offer his, | would have 
| to give the same opportunjty to all. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
ber of the committee. 
_ Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not 
insist, 

Mr. BRANCH. I rise to a question of order. 
I do not wish to have the bill read. It would con- 


sume time unnecessarily; and | can, in two min- | 


utes, get the information from the gentleman upon 
which [ wish to base my point of order. Does 
this bill provide for the issuing of bonds? 

Mr. CURTIS. It does. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
order, to go over with the bill when it is post- 
poned: that the bill must receive its first consid- 
eration in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 1 make the point of order, that it 
may go over and be decided when the bill comes 
up after its postponement. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will note the fact, 


_ that the point of order is made, but that it will be 


shall vest in the persons until they are incor- || 


porated. The next point taken was, that if the | know how this matter stands. 


considered when the bill comes up. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 desire to under- 
stand what the proposition now is. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to debate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I am secking to 


GLOBE. 


I ask whether the 


The latter part of the res- | 


I believe there are one hundred | 


But I am a mem- | 
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Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is a member of 
the committee, and he ought to know all about iy 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam not going 1, 
make an argument. I want to know What the 
proposition is. I understand it to be to postpone 
this question to a given day in the next session, 
The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; and the pre u 
question is called on the motion to postpone, 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, as soon as 
the question of postponement is disposed of, | 
| shall offer the amendment to the bili which I holq 
| in my hand. 
Mr. CURTIS. 
now. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 


Vious 


I object to all amendmenis 








I desire to make an 
appeal to the gentleman from Iowa. If he does 
| not allow gentlemen who desire to offer amend. 
ments to present them, and have them go with the 
billand be printed, I shall vote against his motion. 
Mr. CURTIS. Very weli; I cannot object to 
that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from Lowa to allow me to offer an ad. 
ditional section to his bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Has the pre- 
vious question been demanded ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
| ject to all debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am appealing to the gen. 
| tleman from Iowa to allow me to offer this as ay 
additional section to the bill: 

Be it further enacted, That the individuals named in the 
| first section of this act as grantees, shall not have privilege 
to become pecuniarily or personally interested in the sub 
ject-matter of this contract, authorized by this act; but shal! 
hold said grants of land and credits as trustees only, andas 
commissioners for such incorporated companies as may 
build a railway to the Pacific along the direction of the 
line indicated by this act, and recognized under said con- 
tract. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. STANTON. If the previous question is 
to be insisted on, I object to one word. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be re- 
eeived, or debate allowed, pending the demand fo: 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from lowa a question. 

*Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

The question was taken on the resolution to 
postpone; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER (misunderstanding the mo- 
tion,) put the question on laying the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and declared it carried. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. | now ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to present an amend- 
ment to the bill, and to have it printed. [Loud 
cries of ** Order!” and ** Object!’’] 

The SPEAKER. There cannot be any amend- 
ments offered. The bill has been postponed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I believe I have the 
floor. : 

The SPEAKER. No, the floor has not yet 
been given up by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have not yielded the floor. | 
desire to say to gentlemen who have amendments 
to offer, that I have no intention to cut off amen¢- 
ments. The bill will come up next session. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House; it is not under consideration, and no 
amendments can be received. The House has 
postponed it till next session. 

Mr. CURTIS. One word. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to a question 


|| of order. The confusion here is so great that I 


Then I ob- 














Then I make this point of || have not been able to ascertain what was the pul 


|| port of the last motion put. : 

| “lhe SPEAKER. It was a motion tolay upon 
|| the table a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
|| the bill was postponed. 
| Mr. CURTIS. No, sir; that was not my M0- 
| tion. Lamerely moved to reconsider, and not 
| 

| 

| 

' 


| 


lay upon the table. 5 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the 

motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CURTIS. I merely wanted to enter them” 
tion, so that in case the session shall be extended, 

| we can consider the bill. 

| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 

| reconsider debatable? 


|] 
| 


Is the motion to 
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~The SPEAKER. _Itis debatable, and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has the floor. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. { just wish to make 
a brief appeal to the House on this a 

Mr. CURTIS. I have not yielded the floor to 

» man. er 
7 SMITH, of Virginia. 
had no right to keep tt. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
seman from Virginia is in order. — ! 

Mr. CURTIS. By what rule is he in order? 
[ understand I have the floor. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
entieman from lowa to make his motion, and 
take his seat. > 

Mr. CURTIS. I have not yielded the floor. I 
have tried to retain it. at 

The SPEAKER. The Chair tried to keep the 
floor for the gentleman, but had to give it up. 
(Laughter.} No man could try harder. 
newed laughter.] But when the gentleman took 
his seat, the Chair assigned the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. As soon as I can 
get the attention of the House, I will go on. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have not taken my seat. I 
have stood here ever since the committce was 
called. Linsist that I have the floor,and the gen- 
teman from Virginia cannot wrest it from me. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call the gentle- 
man from lowa to order, . 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is out of order 
himself; and he knows it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
Great laughter and confusion. ] 

Mr. CURTIS. 


tleman to order. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman | 


must not so charge. 

Mr. CURTIS. I do so charge. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the gentleman from Virginia is entitled to be heard 
now, and then the floor will be assigned to the 
genteman from lowa. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I rise toa question 
of order. The gentleman made his motion to re- 
consider and remained without taking his seat, 
for | was standing near him, and I can testify to 
thatfuct. The floor was then assigned to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, the gentleman from lowa 


still remaining standing. I submit, therefore, that | 


ifthe motion to reconsider is debatable at all, the 
gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call the gentle- 
man from Missouri to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly under- 
stood the gentleman from Iowa to yield the floor. 
Mr.CURTIS. Oh no, sir; I did not yield the 
floor. I had no such idea. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. Now, sir, if 
the gentleman from Virginia does not go on with 
his remarks, without further delayy I think he 
ought to lose his right to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
gentlemen will allow me. Ido not propose to go 
into any general discussion of the question; but 
what I propose to say is this:.1 presume the 
House means to do right, and so presuming, I 
shall act. The Chair will remember, and the 
House will remember, that the gentleman made 
his report, and asked to have fifty thousand extra 


copies printed, of the bill which he reported. | 


Now, if it was important that the particular proj- 
ect of the gentleman from [owa should go out in 


30 multitudinous a form, it is also proper that the | 


views of the other members of the committee on 
the subject should go to the country accompany- 
ing it. What I have proposed, therefore, is that 
the motion to reconsider shall be agreed to; and 
that all the propositions coming from the members 
of the committee, shall go together to be printed. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to a ques- | 
I submit that, this matter having | 


tion of order. 


been postponed, there is nothing before the House 
which is debatable. 


_The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 


Uon to reconsider is, to a certain extent, debatable. | 


Mr. HINDMAN. 1 desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia a single question. I am not 
in the habit of interrupting gentlemen; but I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Virginia if an order 
has not already been adopted by the House under 
which ali bills reported by members of the com- 
mittee may be printed? Thegentlemancan, there- 


But the gentleman | 


[Re- | 


I say it is not so. | 


I will proceed, if | 





|| purpose ts precisely. 


I say it is; and I call the gen- || 








|| stands me. 


hausted itself, as | understand it. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that the order has 
already been made to have my proposition go 
with that of the gentleman from Lowa? 


Mr. HINDMAN. 
What I intended to say was, that 


The gentleman misunder- | 


| while we have no possible objection to the minor- | 
| ity of the committee submitting their bills and | 
_ having aera as they have done the whole 


| session, we 


o not want them submitted to go 


| with our bill, for their propositions are no part of 


the report of the committee, and we do not want 


| theirs printed with the report of the committee. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


I know precisely 


| what the gentleman wants, and now if my friends 
: : = - j 
will not interrupt me further, I will go on and | 


finish my remarks. I desire to state what my 


I desire to have the prop- 


| osition to postpone reconsidered. Then I propose | 





shall come in, and that propositions to print the 


|, same number of all of them shall go together to 
|| the Committee on Printing. 


| wants fifty thousand printed, let that number of | 


If the gentleman 


all the reports be printed in the same document. 
Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman allow me 


to say that to give publicity to all these proposi- 


tions, would require a book to be published, that | 


would amountto a large volume. Now, I desire 
that an extra number of the report of the commit- 
tee may be printed; but to send forth to the coun- 


try so voluminous a document in large numbers, | 


as all these individual propositions would require, 
is another and entirely different thing. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In other words, the | 
| gentleman has no bowels of affection for anything | 


that is not the creature of his own production, 
He will recognize only his own offspring. 

Mr. CURTIS. The offspring of the commit- 
tee, not mine. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call the gentleman 
to order. What sort of manners is that? [Laugh- 
ter.] Idid not yield the floor. Now, Mr. Speaker, 


I ask this House to reconsider this question so far | 


as to allow these amendments to come in, and then 
let them go with the bill reagrted by the gentleman 
from lowa. 

Mr. REAGAN. By the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I desire to say that I have 
one or two amendments which I have prepared, 


| and wish to have come in as separate sections of 


the bill reported by the gentleman from lowa, 
containing qualifications which | believe are ne- 
cessary to prevent this great enterprise, for which 
it is proposed to donate $100,000,000 from the 
Treasury, from becoming a mere fund for private 
speculation. I desire to submit these amendments 
that they may be printed, and considered in con- 
nection with the bill reported by the majority of 
the committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. My proposition 
would embrace the amendments of the gentleman. 
But, sir, I should not have detained the House 


| for more than a minute, if I had not been inter- 


rupted. I desire to say simply, in reply to the 
remark of the gentleman from louie that he does 
not want this volume to be so voluminous, that I 
hope he is not afraid of having his own bantling 
overlaid; and he certainly is not seized with such 
a fit of economy just now as to object to iton the 
ground of the cost of printing. 

Mr.MAYNARD. I rise toa question of order. 
I do not think this motion is debatable to the ex- 
tent that is being indulged in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion 


| to reconsider is debatable. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 


| had been listening to what was going on he would 


have ascertained what the proposition was, and 
would have known that it was iaeeeahie: Now, 
sir, | have stated my whole purpose in making 
this motion; and I now move the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CURTIS. [ certainly do not think it 
would be proper to print so large a number of so 
voluminous a document; and I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, from the select 
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fore, report his proposition, and have it printed 
whenever he may please. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That order has ex- 


}| that all the amendments which may be proposed || 
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committee on Senate bill No. 35, to abolish the 
franking privilege, reported back the bill with a 
recommendation that it do not pass; and moved 


that it be postponed until the third Tuesday in 


December next, and that the majority and minor- 
ity reports be printed. 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not know how this re- 
port comes before the Rouse. I understood the 
Chair to have passed the select committees in the 
call, and to have commenced the call of the regu- 
lar committees again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been in the 
habit of returning in the call when a gentleman 
states that he has allowed the call of his commit 
tee to pass by inadvertence. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I change the time 
to the fourth Tuesday in December 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to postpone the consideration of the bill 
until the next session of Congress; and the Clerk 
will report the bill. 

‘The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

An act (S_ No. 35) to abolish the franking 
privilege. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman’s motion, I 
understand, embodies the proposition that the 
majority and minority reports shall be filed with 
the amendments to the bill and be printed? 

The SPEAKER. It is so understood. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his motion to postpone, and 
let us have a vote upon it now. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. No, sir; not at ail. 
I want the report printed, and I desire to discuss 
the question; and I want the country to under- 
stand it. Nothing has been said upon the subject, 
except against it. 


Mr. BURNETT. I do not agree with the ma- 


jority of the committee with reference to this bill; 


but [ see that we cannot have action upon it now. 
The report has not been printed, and therefore I 
agree to the proposition that its consideration 
shall be postponed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. 


I move that the House resolve itself into 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 





——————————— 


Union in order to continue the censideration of 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


| (Mr. Crawrorp in the chair,) and resumed the 


consideration of the Senate amendments to the bill 
of the House (No. 215) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1861; the question being on the eighty- 


| fourth amendment of the Senate. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


For payment of improvements of the* Indians west of the 
Cascade mountains, the Nez Perces, the Flatheads, the 
Yakamas, which may have to be abandoned in conse- 
quence of certain treaty stipulations with them, and for 


| surveys of reservations to which they are to be removed, 
| $55,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 


| and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 


amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 1 move to 
amend by adding one dollar to the appropriation. 
When this bill was under consideration of the 


| committee, a few evenings since, I made a brief 


explanation of thisamendment. There was then 
barely a quorum perents and I avail myself of 
this occasion, with a full committee, to call their 


| attention toa few facts connected with this amend- 


ment. There are two distinct objects to be ac- 
complished by it. First, the payment of Indian 
improvements. I ask for the passage of this ap- 
propriation, because, Ly the express provision of 
a treaty, it 1s guarantied that the Indians shall be 
paid for such improvements. This is the pro- 
vision: 


“ And provided, That any substantial improvements here 
tofore made by any Indian, such as fields inclosed and cul! 
tivated, and houses erected upon the lands hereby ceded, 
and which he may be compelled to abandon in consequence 
of this treaty, shall be valued under the direction of the 
President of the United States, and payment made therefor 
in money, or improvements of an equal value be made for 
said Indian upon the reservation ; and no Indian will be 
required to abandon the {/mprovements aforesaid, now oc- 
cupied by him, until their value in money, Or Linprove- 


y 
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ments of an equal value, shail be furnished him as afore- | show that they are of any value, is asking a little items in the bill, under the head of « miscel] 

waid. ||} too much. It seems to me that to appropriate || neous:”’ . 
Here is atreaty which any gentleman may ex- || $55,000 to survey these Indian reserves, a little || For insurance, transportation, and necessary expenses ,, 


amine, the express provisions of which are that 
the Indians shall be paid for these improvements. 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that these Indians are semi-civilized; that 
they have made substantial improvements. Those 
east of the Cascade mountains have, for the last 
twelve years, been accustomed to raise crops of 
wheatand corn. They have their inclosures with 
cultivated fields. They have oxen and plows, 
and they use them in the cultivation of their land. 
They have also set out fruit trees. They are the 
owners of horses and cattle. When these In- 
dians go upon the reserves they will be compelled 
to abandon all these improvements, and the treaty | 
makes it incumbent upon the Governmentto pay 
for them. 

The second item is for surveying the reserva- 
tions. This duty also is incumbent upon the 
Government by express treaty come The 


. 


Indians are now being removed. Eastof the Cas- 
cade mountains there are three large reserves; one 
ofsix thousand square miles, one of two thousand 
square miles, and one of fifteen or sixteen hun- 
dred square miles. The white people are now 
upon the verge of these reserves. It is the policy 
of our Government to cultivate good feeling and 


these reserves, the lines not yet being ascertained, 
where the white men and she red men are most 
likely to come into collision. Itis to preventthis 
that it is necessary that the lines should be ascer- 
tainea. 

In regard to the Nez Perces, it was only yes- 
terday that I received a letter informing me that 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| ular estimate. 
| Secretary of the Treasury. It is said that it was 


strip of land west of the Cascade mountains, is 
out of all proportion to the service to be ren- 
dered. 

Why, sir, the appropriations for the Washing- 
ton and Oregon Indians are now so large that I 
think it would be better to take those Indians, 

uarter them at the St. Nicholas hotel, and kee 
them there. There was $500,000 for their benefit 
in the deficiency bill, and | do not know how much 
in this. It seems to me that we are deficient in 
information upon this matter. ‘There was no reg- 
It was not submitted to us by the 


overlooked. How it came to be overlooked I do 
not understand. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I withdraw | 


/my amendment and submit another, merely to 
| give me an opportunity to say a few words. Ido 


not wish to weary the committee, but am doing 
what I think my duty. My friend of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means has got the same in- 


| formation in reference to these items that he has 


in reference to every or any item of the appropri- 


ation bill to which he has given his sanction. He | 


has the estimates of the Department, and they 


are founded upon the estimates of the Indian of- 
to avoid collisions, and itis upon the borders of || 


ficers upon that coast; and I have yet to learn 
that any successful attempt has been made to call 


|| in question their integrity or judgment. You and 


I know very well that two commissioners have 


| been sent out to that country to inquire into the 


|| way matters have been managed there, and the 


_ report of these commissioners shows that they 


the whites had already encroached upon the lands || 


of that tribe, or were in good faith locating their 
homes at points claimed by the Indians to be 
within their reserves, but believed by the settlers 
to be without the reserves. There is the most 
urgent necessity for all these reserves to be run 
oul, so far as they arein conuguity with the white 
settlements. 

West of the Cascade mountains there are no 
less than thirteen reservations, and all of them 
are surrounded by white settlers; and I am in- 
formed, by letters received from day to day, that 
these reserves are already being encroached upon. 


I present the facts to this committee, knowing the | 
| Island, Connecticut, Delaware, and New Jersey. 


necessity for this appropriation. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of | 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to this fact: the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has urged upon him and his committee | 
the paramount importance of this appropriation, 
and an estime.e for it was contained in the special 
estimates, because, as the Commissioner declares, 
it was overlooked in the regular estimates. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee here informally rose, and re- 
ceived a message from the Senate, by Mr. Pat- | 
10N, one of their clerks, informing the House | 
that the Senate had passed a resolution suspend- 
ing the I6thand 17th joint rules of the two Houses 
for the remainder of the session; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amend- | 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill | 
of the Senate entitled ** An act to amend an act 
to ascertain and settle private land claims in the | 
State of California,”’ passed March 3, 1857. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the second | 
amendment, and disagreed to the first amend- 
‘ment of the House, to the bill of the Senate (No. 
464) to amend an act in addition to the acts pro- | 
hibiting the slave trade, 


} 
| 
The committee then resumed its session. 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will briefly reply to the 
gentleman, though | do not wish to weary the 
committee. In the opinion of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, the amount estimated for was 
rotally out of all proportion to the services to be 
rendered. Iso stated the other day. The idea 
of appropriating $55,000 to pey for improvements 
made by a band of wild Indians, when we have 
already made aeepeeness for building new 
buildings, when we have appropriated for new | 
reserves, and for all expenses connected with | 
them—the idea of appropriating $55,000 to pay 
for improvements, when we have no document to | 


were managed with integrity, efficiency, and econ- 
omy. = Eee 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would inguire of the gen- 


tleman whether there are not now pending charges 


against one of the Indian agents in that country, 


and whether the question of his removal is not 


| now under consideration ? 





Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. No, sir; there 
is nothing of that kind. 

My friend states that these Indians are wild 
Indians. ‘The gentleman ought to know that they 
are semi-civilized; and that they have made ex- 
tensive improvements. 

The gentleman speaks of small reservations. 
Why, they are as large as the four States of Rhode 


There are the same reliable estimates for the In- 
dians there at the Department of the Interior that 
there are in regard to every other item in the bill. 
1 withdraw my amendment. : 

The question was taken on the eighty-fourth 
amendment; and it was non-concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


The committee rose informally. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


| rolled Bills, reported that that committee had ex- 


amined and found truly enrolled an acg (S. No. 
14) for the relief of Francis Dainese, and a reso- 
lution (S. No. 43) to correct a clerical error in the 
actapproved May 4, 1860, for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan; when the Speaker signed the same. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL——AGAIN. 
The committee resumed its session. 


Eighty-fifth amendment of the Senate: 


For insurance, transportation, and the necessary expenses 
of delivery of annuities, goods, and provisions to Yakaimas, 
Flatheads, and Nez Perces, for the years ending 30th June, 
1860, and 30th June, 1861, $42,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I move to 
amend, by increasing the amount one dollar. 
This appropriation is also called for in the treaty, 
in which there is this clause: 

** Nor shall the cost of transporting the goods and annuity 
payments be a charge on the annuitants, but shali be de- 
trayed by the United States.” 

The practical effect of the rejection of this 
amendment will be that the annuity goods cannot 
be transported into the Indian country from the 
places where they are purchased. There are no 
funds applicable to the purpose, either from spe- 
cial appropriations for Washington or Oregon, or 
from general appropriations for the Indian service. 
Let me call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to the following 





| 


| 
} 





the delivery of Pawnee, Ponca, and Yanct 
ity goods and provisions, $10,000, 

For insurance, transportation, and necessar 
the delivery of annuities and provisions to the 
in Minnesota and Michigan, $20,350 62. 

For expenses of transportion, and delivery of annuit: 
goods to the Blackfoot Indians for the year, $17,009, ity 


These three nen have received the 
sanction of the Committee of Ways and Means 
of this House. The eighty-fifth amendment for 
the delivery and transportation of the annuity 
goods of the Yakamas, Flatheads, and Nez P»;. 


On Sioux anny 


¥ €xpenses oy 
Indian tripe: 


| ces, is in the same terms; and I will remind the 


gentleman, that this appropriation is expres,|y 
called for under the terms of the treaty that | hay, 


| read. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The only question is ag tp 
the amount. Undoubtedly, that stipulation jy 


| the treaty requires th? appropriation of somp 
/amount; but we are not satisfied that the sum of 








$42,000 is necessary. We have called upon th: 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for further es,). 
mates, and by the time the bill goes to a comm). 
tee of conference, he will have reported. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 1 desire the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee oj 
Ways and Means to the fact that for these thre 
tribes the expenditure is not an annual one, W, 
pay the first year one third of the whole sum stip. 
ulated in the treaty to be paid in twenty years, 


| We pay $176,000 out of $520,000; so one third is 


aid the first year, and the remaining two thirds 
is distributed through nineteen years. In this 


| fact he will see a solution of the difficulty abou 


this large expenditure. 

The question was taken on the eighty-fifih 
amendment; and it was non-concurred in, 

Eighty-sixth amendment: 

For the first of five installments due and payable to the 
Yakama nation, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1860, 
per fourth article of treaty of 9th of June, 1855, $10,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Eighty-seventh amendment: 


For the first of five installments due and payable to the 
Nez Perces Indians, for the year ending the 30th of June, 


| 1860, per fourth article of treaty of Lith June, 1855, $10,000, 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


| mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Eighty-eighth amendment: 


For the payment of each of the head chiefs of the Fiat- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d’Oreilles tribes, for th: 
year ending the 30th June, 1860, per fifth article of treaty of 
16th July, 1855, $1,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recon- 
mended concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighty-ninth amendment: 

For the payment of each of the head chiefs of the Fist- 
head, Kootenay, and Upper Pend d’ Oreilles tribes for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1861, per fifth article of treaty of 
16th July, 1855, $1,000. 


The Commitiee of Ways and Means recom- 


| mended concurrence. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninetieth amendment: 


For loss and destruction of property of citizens of Min 
nesota and Iowa, at Spirit lake, in the year 1857, by [nk- 


| pa-du-tah’s band of Sioux Indians, accruing under the pro- 


visions of the act of Congress, approved 30th June, }5¥4, 
$16,679 97: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
shall first cause the true amounts of such losses of prop 
erty to be investigated and adjusted in a manner satisiac- 
tory to him, and the amounts so ascertained shall be paid 
to the claimants, respectively, in full satisfaction thereol. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 
. Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move to amend the 
amendment of the Senate, by increasing the 
amount one dollar. This amendment of the Sen- 
ate went, perhaps necessarily, to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, but it is very obvious that 
that committee could not have had time to ¢X- 
amine it, and hence their recommendation tha! 
the House non-concur. This ap oe is 
based upon a recommendation of che ndian de- 
rtment. [tis for a claim which arises under the 
ndian intercourse act of 1834. This massacre 
and joss of property at Spirit lake, in 1897, '5 ¢ 
matter of historical notoriety. Some fifty perse"s 
were killed, and a large amount of property W°* 
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. Miscella. 


¥ Expenses oy 
Sioux anny 


¥ €xpenses oy 
‘Indian tripe. 


7000 
Pceived the 
and Means 
idment, fy, 
he annuity 

Nez Per. 
remind the 
eXpresy|y 
that I hay: 


iON is as to 
pulation jp 
n of some 
the sum of 
d upon the 
urther esi. 
» & COMMit- 
dd. 

L desire the 
MMittee of 
these threy 
il one. W, 
le sum Stip. 
enty years, 
one third jg 
- two thirds 
Ss. In this 
culty abou 


eighty-fifth 
iin. 


ayable to the 
of June, 1860, 
05, $10,000, 


ans recom- 


ayable to the 
30th of June, 
1855, $10,000, 


ans recom- 


8 of the Flat- 
tribes, for th: 
‘le of treaty of 


ans recom- 


s of the Flat- 
tribes for the 
Je of treaty of 


ans recom- 


izens of Min 
1857, by [nk- 
inder the pro- 
h June, 304, 
f the Interior 
sses of prop 
iner satisfac- 
shall be paid 
tion thereot. 


ans recom- 


amend the 
reasing the 
of the Sen- 
Committee 
bvious that 
ime to ex- 
dation that 
ypriation 1s 

ndian de- 
s under the 
s massacre 
n 1857, is a 
fty persons 
operty was 





860. 


etroyed. ‘The claimants, in pursuance of the 
devirements of the act of 1834, proceeded to take 
Sof, exhibiting the value of the property lost, 
and filed it with the Commissioner of ndian Af- 
fairs, in order that he might adjudicate and pay 
the amount as required by the act of 1834. ‘The 
Commissioner says that he cannot pa for this 
jroperty without an appropriation. Fle has ap- 
eared before the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
ol has urged that this ae be made. 
This whole case has been before that committee 


during the present session, and a bill has been | 


reported recommending the payment of this 
identical amount. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has the proofs before him. It is his a 
to estimate the*value of the property destroyed, 


and to pay for it; but he cannot do it unless the | 


su yplies are furnished him. 
Now, I know very well that the act of 1834 is 

not well understood by the members of the House. 

It was partially repealed at the last session of Con- 


claims Which existed at the time the act was re- 


pealed. The Indian intercourse act of 1834 pro- | 


vides that whenever property is destroyed belong- 
ing to persons rere in the Indian country, or 
whenever Indians shall go from the Indian coun- 
try into portions of country occupied by our own 
people,and there destroy property, itis expressly 
stipulated by the Government that compensation 


shall be made to the claimant, provided always | 


that he will not seek redress himself. The very 


object of the law—which has been the policy of | 


the country for thirty years—was to prevent In- 
dian wars along the frontier, which must inevi- 
tably follow if each person who lost property was 
to become the avenger of his own wrongs. This 
isa simple statement of the whole case; and the 
Government is as much bound by the act of 1834’ 
to make compensation for this property as itis to 
provide supplies for the Army and Navy. 

Now, it is due to candor that I should state 
that these Indians have annuities, and the Com- 
missioner has not seen proper to withhold this 
amount from the annuities, because it was alleged 
that this outrage was committed by an outlawed 
band, and that the more civilized portion of the 

Aribe had repudiated their conduct, and, after the 
massacre at Spirit lake, had pursued those out- 


law8,and murdered some of them. Now,the Com- | 


missioner says that it would be wrong to with- 

hold from the entire tribe the amount of their 

annuities to pay for property aa by an 
‘outlawed band, and at a time when th 

had been repudiated and some of them slain by 

the Sioux, of whom the offending Indians were a 

tribal part. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is correct in one remark which he made, 
that this amendment should not have gone to the 
Committee of Waysand Means. We ought not 
to have considered this matter. The Committee 
on Indian Affairs ought properly to have had it in 
charge. 1 will state briefly why the Committee 
of Ways and Means disagreed to this amend- 
ment. The Spirit lake country is a surveyed 
country, in which the Indian title has been ex- 
tinguished, and in which our citizens have a right 
to settle. These persons were settled, and had 
commenced their improvements. This band of 
the Sioux Indians, severed, as they were, from 
the main tribe, committed these depredations 
upon ourcitizens. The only question is, whether 
or not the Government of the United States is re- 
sponsible for depredations committed by Indian 
tribes upon citizens outside of the Indian country. 
seve it has been heretofore settled in the neg- 
ative, 

Mr.ETHERIDGE. The gentleman will allow 
me to correct him. The intercourse act expressly 
provides that where property is destroyed Lelong 
ing to white persons lawfully in the Indian coun- 
try, or where Indians go into any of the States or 

territories of the Union, among our own people, 
and there commit depredations, in either event 
the Government pledges itself to pay for that 
property, if the party injured does not seek to re- 

ress himself; and the only restriction is, that if 
they go to the Indian department for relief, they 
must apply within three years; but, in any event, 
the Government guaranties, eventual indemnity, 
and it makes no difference whether the Indians, 
come out of the Indian country into territory oc- 


eress, but the repeal was not designed to affect | 


e outlaws | 








cupied by our own people, or the depredations are 
committed while our citizens are lawfully in the 
Indian country. There is no difference in that 
respect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee understands the intercourse act differently 
from what I do,and I have heard itdiscussed often. 

Mr.GROW. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
permit me to have the law read? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, I will read it. 
follows: 


“Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That if any Indian or 


It is as 





| 


Indians, belonging to any tribe in amity with the United | 


States, shall, within the Indian country, take or destroy the 
property of any person lawfully within such country, or 
shall pass from the Indian country into any State or Ter- 
ritory inhabited by citizens of the United States, and there 
take, steal, or destroy, any horse, horses, or other property, 
belonging to any citizen or inhabitant of the United States, 
such citizen or inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or 
agent, may make application to the the proper superin- 


tendent, agent, or sub-agent, who, upon being furnished | 
with the necessary documents and proofs, shall, under di- | 


rection ofthe President, make application to the nation or 
tribe to which said Indian or Indians shall belong, for sat- 
isfaction ; and if such nation or tribe shall neglect orrefuse 


| to make satisiaction in a reasonable time, not exceeding 
twelve months, it shall be the duty of such superintendent, | 
agent, orsub-agent, to make return of his doings tothe Com- | 


missioner of Indian Affairs, that such further steps may be 
taken as shail be proper, in the opinion of the President, to 


| obtain satisfaction for the injury ; and in the mean time, in 


respect to the property so taken, stolen, or destroyed, the 
United States guaranty to the party so injured an eventual 
indemnification: Provided, ‘That if such injured party, his 
representative, attorney, or agent, shail in any way violate 
any of the provisions of this act, by seeking or atlempting 
to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, he shall forfeit all 
claim upon the United States for such indemnification.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have always understood 
the provision of law to be that the Government 
would use all its power to compel the Indians to 
vay for these depredations out of their annuities. 
hat is the principle on which we acted in reject- 
ing the Georgia and Alabama claims, and I tell 
the gentleman now that if this claim is allowed, 
we cannot in equity and justice refuse to pay the 
Georgiaand Alabama claims which were defeated 
in the last Congress, because we have already 
construed the law to mean that the United States 


| could compel, by withholding the annuities, the 


Indians themselves to pay for depredations com- 
mitted by them on our citizens. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will state that the con- 


struction has always been that the Government 





grants the indemnity whether there are annuities | 


or not, 

Mr. GROW. I propose to reduce the amount 
twenty dollars. I offer the amendment simply for 
the purpose of enabling me to state the facts of this 
case, 
occurred is in the northwest corner of Iowa, near 
the southwest corner of Minnesota. A few set- 
tlers had gone there and erected their houses. 
Ink-pah-du-tah’s band massacred the entire settle- 
ment, consisting of fifty-one or fifty-two persons, 
and carried four women into captivity. Now,do 
these facts come under the non-intercourse law? 
If so, the Government is bound to pay for the 
property destroyed. The section just read by the 
gentleman from Tennessee showed that the Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay for property so destroyed 
if the Indian tribe committing the depredation was 
in amity with the United States. And here is the 
difference between this and the Georgia and Ala- 
bama case. The chairman [Mr. Crawrorp] 
shakes his head. Well, sir, | will not assume any 
facts in reference to that case. If the depreda- 
tions were committed by Indians at peace with 
this Government, then the Government ought to 
pay the claims. If they were in a state of hos- 
tilities, then the Government ought not to pay 
them. In this particular case, however, there was 
no question that these Indians were in a state of 
peace with the Government. 

The non-intercourse act provided that when- 
ever Indians, in a state of peace with the Govern- 
ment, destroyed property belonging to persons 
legally in the Indian country, or where Indians 
in amity with the Government go into any State 
or Territory beyond their reservations and com- 
mit depredations, the Government guaranties the 
pay. The gentieman from Ohio assumes that the 

ay must always come out of the annuities of the 

adians. Upon that point, | beg to read a part 
of the section of the non-intercourse act which 
the gentleman from Tennessee did not read. This 
is the provision of law: 

*¢ And if the nation or tribe to which such tribe may be- 


The point where the Spirit lake massacre | 
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long receive an annuity from the United States, such claim 
shall, at the next payment of the annuity, be deducted 
therefrom and paid to the party injured; and if no annuity, 
is paid from the Treasury of the United States: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall prevent the legal ap- 
prehension and punishment of any Indians having so 


offended.” 

Now, it will be seen by this provision that the 
Government guaranties indemnity for all such 
property taken, stolen, and destroyed. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, in this case, recog- 
nized the obligation of the Government, but, from 
the circumstances of the case, could not take it 
from the annuities of the Indians; and there was 
no fund of the Government outof which he could 








pay ite : 

Yow, sir, I repeat that this is a clear case, com- 
ing under the non-intercourse act. These settlers 
had a right to be there, because it was not Indian 
country. They had settled upon lands to which 
the Indian title was extinguished. The Indians 
were inamity with the United States. They massa- 
cred the whole settlement; and there was no means, 
therefore, by which the settlers could, if they 
had been disposed, chastise the Indians. These 
claimants have complied with everything thatthe 
law requires; and P think the cldiantion of the 
Government to pay this money is complete. & 


| withdraw the amendment, if there be no objection, 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. _I object tothe 
withdrawal of the amendment. I do it for the 
purpose of asking the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs a question. I want to know 
whether there was proof before the Committee on 
Indian Affairs that these people, who are now 
seeking payment for their oaan complied with 
the law of 1834 in all respects? Iask himif they 
refused to take the law into their own hands? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. They were all massa- 
cred, and there were none left to take vengeance 
upon the Indians. The only revenge that was 
taken was done by the friendly portion of the 
tribe, who pursued and killed part of the Ink-pah- 
du-tah band who cmeuninel the depredations. 
They were a band of the Sioux Indians. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman will allow me, 
I will explain the matter. This massacre took 
place about sixty miles from Fort Ridgely. A 
military company stationed there proceeded after 
these Indians, in order to bring back the captives. 
As I said, there were four women taken captives. 
Two were killed, and the other two were brought 
back. There was no attempt made by these peo- 
ple to take revenge, for there were none of the 
settlement left. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will state that the in- 
jured parties proceeded to take proof, as required 
under the intercourse act of 1834. That proof is 
now on file in the Indian bureau, but the Com- 
missioner cannot pay, because he has not the 
money, and he wishes to take further testimony, 
because he thinks he can scale the claims so as to 
reduce the amount. 

Mr. GROW, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to increase the amount 
twenty-five dollars. Ido it for the purpose of 
simply saying that I have here in my hand all the 
proofs that have been filed in the Indian depart- 


ment. These parties have complied with the law 
in every respect. 1 withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. VANDEVER. I propose to amend by 


increasing the amount twenty dollars. [Cries of 
**Question!’’] I do not desire to detain the com- 
mittee; but as many of the parties who are inter- 
ested in this claim are my constituents, | wish to 
make an explanation for the purpose of removing 
an impression, which seems to prevail to a certain 
extent, that this band was inamity with the Uni- 
ted States. They area part of the Sioux tribe of 
Indians, or they may have been outlaws from 
their own particular tribe. They were not a por- 
tion of any other tribe, and the remainder of the 
tribe was In amity with the United States. I hope 
it is unnecessary for me, under the circumstances, 
to extend these observations. If it is necessary, 
there are many other facts in my possession which 
would demonstrate that these parties are clearly 
entitled to the consideration of the Government 
at this time. 1 will only make this additional 
remark, that the amount recommended by the 
Indian Committee is insignificant in comparison 
with the injuries inflicted upon these settlers; but 
I hope there will be no hesitation in granting them 
this small relief. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I do not intend to interpose 
any objection to this claim. 
particular attention to it, because 
it as a precedent in future. 


intend to use 
J wish to say that 


so far as this particular band is concerned, it | 


was not recognized by the Sioux as a portion of 
their tribe, but was a band which had been out- 
lawed. 


Mr. GROW. These Indians had received their | 


annuities, as I understand it, up to that very 


time, as a portion of the body of the Sioux In- 


dians. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman is simply mis- 
taken in that. 

Mr. GROW. I am not mistaken. I was in 
that Indian country at the time. They may not 
have received their annuities directly from the 
Indian agent. It may have been an arrangement 
by which the tribe divided the money among 


themselves; butthis Ink-pah-du-tah band received | 


a portion of the annuities paid by the Govern- 
ment up to that very year, 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not pretend to speak 
with exact accuracy. My recollection is, that 
they were not recognized as a portion of the Sioux 
[Indians in amity with the United States. They 
may have received their annuities on certain oc- 
casions, but they were entirely hostile to the 
whites, and they were regarded by the Indians 
themselves as outlaws. I| say L do not object to 
these claims, though | think that they do not 
come stricly within the spirit of the intercourse 
law, from the fact that this band was notin a state 
of peace with the United States. The ground 
upon which this claim is to be allowed, if under 
the intercourse act, 1s upon the ground that the 
main body of the tribe was in amity with the 
United Stwtes, while this band of Indians was 
hostile to it. 

Mr. VANDEVER. They were living with the 
main body of the Sioux all the time, and were in 
close intimacy with them every day. 

Mr. REAGAN. But I understand that the 
friendly portion of the band would not permit 
them, on several ocx asions, to come in and have 
a portion of the annuity. 

M?t.GROW. Mr. Fiandreau, the Indian agent, 
paid them all the year before. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘They were sometimes paid, 
but it was not common for them to be paid, 

1 withdraw my amendment. 


Mr. CLOPTON. I move the following amend- | 


ment: 


After the word “‘ cents,” in line thirteen hundred and 
eighty-six, insert the tollowing: 
And for the loss and destruction of property of citizens of 


Georgia aud Alabama, by the depredations of the Creek | 


Indians, ia 18396, 1507, and 1838, tie sum of $342,000. 


I move the amendment for the purpose of re- | 


imbursing to the citizens of Georgia and Alabama 
the losses they sustained during the years men- 
tioned in the amendment. It is known, perhaps, 
to all the members of this House that this claim 
has been, in some respects, before the Congress 
of the United States for several years past. A 
word or two in referencce to the character of the 
claim. In 1824 and 1525, by a treaty made with 
the Indians within the limus of Georgia, they 
were removed to what is known as the Creek 
country of Alabama. The Government failed to 
make provision to protect the citizens of Alabama, 
and the troops then staulonedat Fort Mitchell were 
also removed. At the outbreak of the difficulty 
with the Indians, the Governor of the State of 
Alabama raised a regiment of State troops for the 
purpose of protecting the citizens from the hos- 


banded by the order of the Executive. 

Mr. CURTIS. I rise toa point of order. I 
suppose that the gentleman will perceive that these 
depredations do not relate to the law upon which 


we are now acting. We are trying to execute the || massacres and depredations on property that are 
Phis matter in reference to Geor- || now so justly complained of in the region around 
At any rate, it does |} 


not come under the law of 1834; and I insist that |! 


law of 1834. 


gia was long before that. 


the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman insists upon 
his point of order for the reason he has stated, he 
must recollect that this is not a strict application 


of the law of 1834; and I cannot permit the objec- | 


tion to go upon that ground. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we should 
allow this amendment; and therefore, | insist upon 
the point of order which has been made. 


| . The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


I only wish to call | 


point of order. 


| The amendment of the Senate was then agreed 


to. 
Ninety-first amendment: 


Insert the following : 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses necessary in holding a coun- 
cil with the Red Lake and Red River Chippewas, in the State 
of Minnesota, for the extinguishment of their title to lands 
in that State, said Indians numbering about two thousand 
souls, $10,000: Provided, That the goods purchased in 1858 


for the Yanctonnais band of Sioux, the reception of which | 
was declined by them, may be used in the negotiations with | 


the said Chippewas of Red lake and Red river. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. With the consent of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means, | offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be added to that amend- || 


ment: 

For payment to Merritt 8. Young, for one hundred and 
forty thousand rations for subsistence furnished to emigra- 
ting Pottawatomies, Chippewas, and Ottowas, in 1852, un- 
der a contract with the Indian department, and allowed by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $9,625. 

I have not much faith that this amendment will 
be adopted because it is exactly right; but if the 
committee will hear me for a moment, | think 
they will be convinced that it ought to be adopted. 


The amendment is to pay for an estimate made | 


by the Indian department, and to pay a debt 
which this Government contracted to pay in 1852. 


It is for one hundred and forty thousand rations | 


furnished the emigrating Pottawatomies, Chippe- 
was, and Ottowas, atthe low rate of seven and six 
sevenths cents per ration. The department could 
not pay it because it had not a dollar of money 
with which to liquidate it; and the contractor has 
never received a cent on the contract. I have a 
statement of the department showing that the ra- 
tions were furnished according to the contract; 
and he has been without a dollar of the money 
since 1852. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
had the matter under consideration, and they 
unanimously agreed to report in favor of the 
amount. There is, indeed, nothing for this com- 
mittee to deliberate upon, as the man furnished 
the rations according to contract; and the Com- 
missioner states that the proof is upon file in the 
office. The Commitee of Waysand Means con- 
sented that I might offer the amendment; and I 
hope thatthe House will agree to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iraise no objection to this 
amendment; but I wish to state that there are a 
great many applicants for private relief as meri- 
torious as this. These persons are probably enti- 
tled to the amount proposed in the amendment, 
but it is in the nature of an application for private 
relief upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 1 would not have offered 
the amendment, except with the permission of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Texas object? 

Mr. REAGAN. 
order upon the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I offer an amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the amendment just 
adopted: 

At the end of the section add the following: 

For the marchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses in holding a council with 
the Arapahoe and Cheyenne Indians south of the Platte, 
east of the Rocky Mountains, and north of the Arkansas 


river, for the extinguishment of their titles to lands in the | 


region around Pike’s Peak, the sum of $35,000. 


I find that the Commissioner of lidian Affairs 


, . | has recommended this appropriation fer the Chey- 
tility of the Indians, and that regiment was dis- |! 


ennes and Arapahoes in the neighborhood of 


Pike’s Peak. He saysin the report, which I hold | 


in my hand, that some treaties with the Arapahoes, 


Cheyennes, Sioux, and other Indianson the plains, | 
will tend vastly to prevent the perpetration of the || not have asked fur a separate appropriation I! 


| these Indians had any tribal relations with those 


Pike’s Peak and on the overland routes to the 
Pacific States. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is much more 
important to treat at present with these Indians 
than with any others on the continent. The vast 


| emigration to that region, and the danger to the 
| lives of emigrants who will be exposed if these 
Indians are left without food, make it very im- 
| portant to have treaties with these Indians. The 
|| very fact of such an accession.of white na to 


that region will drive from the country all the 
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I will not make a point of 

















game on which the Indians are accustomed to 
live, and will leave them without subsistence I 
trust that, under these circumstances, the com 
mittee will make this appropriation; seeing that 
it has been recommended by the Commissions 
of Indian Affairs, and that it is necessary for ¢) 
preservation of peace in that part of the countr 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri if this is not provided for in tha: 
part of the bill making appropriations for the 
Camanches, Kioways, and Apaches, of the Ark. 
ansas river? . 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. No, sir; there are no 
Apaches on the Arkansas river. There are Ara. 


r 
e 


| ahoes; but they are not provided for at all under 
| that section. . 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; anda message 
was received from the Senate, by the hands of M; 


| Patron, one of its clerks, notifying the House 


that the Senate had a a joint resolution ex. 
tending the date of the final adjournment of Cop. 
ress from the 18th to the 25th of June; in which 
ne was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move to refer the regoly. 
tion to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union resumed its session; the question being on 


Mr. Buiair’s amendment to the amendment. 
Mr.CURTIS. I desire to say that our citizens 


_at Pike’s Peak are now in daily apprehension of 


these Arapahoes. I have a son at the mines, who 
writes to me that the whole country is in great 
veril. The people are occupying the lands of those 
badionn, and we ought to have a treaty with them. 
The people there are sitting up night and day, 
watching the thousands of Arapahoes who are 
now surrounding their camps. If there was not 
a necessity for this, | would not ask for the adop- 


| tion of the amendment. 


Mr. OTERO. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by increasing the amount one dollar. [ask 


, the gentleman from Missouri, of what tribe of In- 
| dians is Colonel] William Bent agent? 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The Cheyennes. 

Mr. OTERO. Is he not also agent for the Ara- 
pahoes, who live around his tent? And are not 
the Arapahoes and Cheyennes incorporated in the 
same tribe of Indians? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
edge. I believe not. 

Mr.OTERO. There wasa treaty made in 1853 
with all the prairie Indians, taking in, if I under- 


Not to my knowl- 


|stand aright, the Cheyennes, Arapahoes, Ca- 


manches, and Kioways. The object of the treaty 


|| was to allow the emigration and travel across the 


plains to be uninterrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The paragraph to 
which the gentleman refers does not cover any 
of these Indians embraced in my amendment. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Mexico to the 
amendment of my colleague. I desire to say that 
acount, made at a fort two or three hundred miles 
west of the Missouri river, shows that more than 
forty thousand men, women, and children, have 
already passed to the gold region at Pike’s Peak. 
These Indians are troublesome. I can inform 
the gentleman, in reply to his inquiry, that the 
Cheyenne Indians have no tribal relations with 
the edieon he speaks of. I understand my col- 
league to have copied, in hisamendment, the rec- 
ommendation of Commissioner Greenwood ter- 
batim ? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. He certainly would 


Indians, whom Agent Bent could have seen to. 

Mr. STOUT. 1 have no doubt at all as to the 
justness of this appropriation, and I think it ought 
to pass, and I will be glad of the opportunity 0! 
seeing what will be the effect on the House whe! 
this same argument is used for another quarter, 
that has been used for this quarter. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman does not sec™ 
to understand that there is a difference betwee! 
Kansas, and Oregon and Texas. If the amend- 
ment was as to Oregon and Texas, it would, 
course, be out of order. 
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Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I understand this 
nuch of it. T understand that no part of the Uni- 
me States Army is taking care of these forty 
thousand American citizens at Pike’s Peak; and 
| understand that the army is stationed on the 
Texan border; and also, that the constituents of 
the gentleman from Oregon have occasional pro- 


tection. 


|| other places put together. 


= REAGAN. I nen the gentleman has 
heard nothing of people being killed out there. 


He simply knows that they have stood guard. 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


by Monday, as a matter of course we will not | the other side of the House. 


| concur in the resolution of the Senate. 


ti 


I undertake further to say, that this isa | 
oreat thoroughfare which needs protection more | 


But here 1s evidence that: more than a hundred | 


ersons have been killed on our frontier this year, 
and double the number carried into, captivity. 
That is the protection we receive, 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman mis- 
takes me. 1am in favor of giving the necessary 
protection to Texas. 
Mr. OTERO. 
the amendment. 
The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. Bair, of Missour.; and it was agreed to, 
The Senate amendment, as amended, was then 
concurred in. 


Ninety-second amendment: 


Sec. 2. dnd be it further enacted, That nothing contained 
in the act to regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes, approved June 30, 1834, or in any act supplemental 


I withdraw my amendment to | 


thereto, suall be so construed as to inflict any penalty or | 


punishment upon any one who in good faith shall intro- 
duce any Wines or spirituous liquors into any Indian coun- 
ty, only with the intent and purpose of transporting the 
same trom one State or Territory to another State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States, or from one place to another in 
the same State or Territory. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
do now rise, for the purpose of acting on these 
amendments in the House. But before doing so, 
lask that the amendments of the Senate to the 


Army appropriation bill may be taken up pro | 


forma, for the purpose of enabling me to offer a 
resolution in the House. 


There being no objection, the amendments of | 
the Senate to the Army appropriation bill were | 


taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire what 
became of the joint resolution from the Senate 
with reference to the adjournment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Could that be done inthe 
Committee of the Whole? It strikes me that the 
resolution ought not to have been referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It ought to be referred to 


the Committee of the Whole House. For one, | | 


am in favor of adjourning on Monday. I believe 
thatall the business can be transacted, that ought 
to be transacted, in that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will re- 
member that the committee rose, and the resolu- 
ton from the Senate was received by the Speaker. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. My recollection was that 
we were in the Committee of the Whole; but of 
course | was mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee could not 
receive a message from the Senate. The com- 
mittee rose,and the message was received by the 
Speaker. 

The question was taken on the motion to rise; 
and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Crawrorp reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the amendments of the Senate to the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had instructed him 
to epee the same to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that some of said amendments be con- 
curred in, that some be concurred in with amend- 
ments, and that others be nun-concurred in. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution changing the time 
for the adjournment of Congress was referred to 
the Committee of Ways oad Maken: and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. I will 
simply say that, if we can possibly get through 





| resolution from the Senate, an 


business can be done, that ou 
Monday. 


stand the question. 


state the question. 
postponing the time for the adjournment, was | 
referred to-day to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 
to reconsider the vote by which it was so referred, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


I desire to inquire if the 


gentleman does not believe that all the business 
can be finished by Monday? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot express any belief | 
upon that subject yet. 
“— did not show any indication of it. 


The proceedings of last 


ir. BARKSDALE. I am satisfied that all the 
ght to be done, by 
I desire that the House shall under- 
lask the Speaker to state 
what the question now is. 


hope the House will vote it down. I 


the Whole on the state of the Union, where it | 
ought to go. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is debate in order ? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 


The concurrent resolution, 


The gentleman from Ohio now moves 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Ihope the House will 


vote down that motion. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. 


I desire to ask how 


many it will take to reseind the order for adjourn- 
, Ment. 


Will it not take two thirds? 
The SPEAKER. A majority can reconsider. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes; but will it not 


take a two-thirds vote to rescind the resolution to 
adjourn on Monday? 


he SPEAKER. 


a * : 
A majority can pass this 
that would re- 


| scind the other resolution. 


' 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


There are 


several gentlemen who do not understand the 


| exact position of the concurrent resolution, and 


' 


where it will stand if this motion is carried. 
Mr.SHERMAN. My motion is not debatable. 

If it is to be debated, I desire to discuss it myself. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 


the Senate have passed a fresh resolution extend- 


ing the session for one week, and it was sent to 


| this House, and by unanimous consent it was 


| sent. 
| question. 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Not by unanimous con- 
Many gentlemen did not understand the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 


| now moves to reconsider the vote by which the 


_ resolution was so referred, and to lay the motion | 


| 
| 





to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
motion will be voted down, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Olio a question. I did not object to 
the committal of that resolution to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, because I supposed that the 
gentleman, being at the head of the committee 
which has charge of the important business of the 


I hope that 


session, intended to keep possession of it, and, if 
possible, work up to the adjournment next Mon- 
day; and in that view of the case I was willing 


to let him have it. I want, if possible, to adjourn 
on Monday; but if we cannot do that, I want to 
extend the session for the fewest possible days. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no man here more 
anxious to adjourn than Iam. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. The gentleman from Ohio | 


himself offered the resolution to adjourn next 
Monday; and the presumption is, that he knew 


whether we should be ready to adjourn on that 


day or not. 
Mtr. SHERMAN. IfI can be heard 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This is a very 
simple question, and I object to debate. 
he SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to hear from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 





Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of enabling 


me to make a statement in relation to this matter, 
I will withdraw, temporarily, the motion to lay 
on the table. I desire simply to say, that the 


resolution to adjourn on the 18th was not intro- 
t was introduced by the gentle- 


duced by me. 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Montcomery,] on 





For one, I am op- | 
posed to laying the motion to reconsider upon the 
table, and t 

hope the vote will be reconsidered, and that the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee of | 


The Chair will |! 


1 moved toamend, 
by inserting the 18th, for the purpose of getting 
_ at least a week longer time. Now, Mr. Speaker, 

| I believe that if the Senate and the House will 

|| devote themselves anny to the public business, 
they may be able to adjourn on Monday. If 
| we shall ascertain by Saturday that it will be 
possible to transact the necessary business by 
Monday, the Commitiee of Ways and Means 
| will, as a matter of course, report back the reso- 
|| lution with the recommendation that it be rejected. 
Sut if they find that we cannot get through, or 
that the Senate cannot get through, we will report 
it back with the recommendation that it do pass. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is no 
| sort of use in talking about the Senate getting 


|, through by Monday, if this resolution remains in 

|| the room of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

|, The House should take up the resolution, and 

| reject it, if they want the Senate to go to work 
and finish the business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot force the Senate 

to act hastily upon their legislation, and Ido not 
| think we ought to try todo it. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to suggest, as an additional assistance 
| in’ getting through with our business, that we 
| should rescind the resolution which was passed 
| the other day, under which we are spending one 
| hour every morning on new business. I think 
| we had better rescind that resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to say to the 
| gentleman from Ohio, that unless we take action 
upon this subject, we shall not be any nearer an 
adjournment a week hence than we are now. I 
think we should take up the resolution of the 
Senate, and act upon it now. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to allow this resolution to be 
acted upon now. I think it would be much bet- 
ter to act upon it at once. If the gentleman does 
not accede to it, | hope the House will reconsider, 
and act upon the resolution now. [Cries of 
** Order !”’ 

Mr. SOHN COCHRANE. I object to debate, 
and call for tellers upon the motion to lay on the 
| table. 

Tellers were appointed; and Messrs. Joun 
_ Cocurane and Wixpom were appointed. 

The House divided; and the ra reported— 
ayes 90, noes 36. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
| table. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE——AGAIN. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I rise toa ques- 


| tion of privilege. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House postponed the bill of the 
Senate, (No. 35:) and to lay the motion to recon- 
| sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now call for the previous 
| question upon the amendments of the Senate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
| main question ordered to be put. 

By unanimous consent, the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was concurred in upon all the amendments 
of the Senate, with the exception of such as a sep- 
arate vote was called for on. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, called for sep- 
arate votes upon the seventy-fourth, eighty-first, 
eighty-second, eighty-third, eighty-fourth, and 
eighty-fifth amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN called for separate votes upon 
the ninetieth and ninety-first amendments. 

Seventy-fourth amendment: 
| For purchasing land claims on the general reservation at 

Puget Sound, $9,000. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-first amendment: 

For the general incidental expenses of the [Indian service 
in Oregon and Washington, including insurance and trans- 
portation of annuities, goods, and presents, where no spe- 
| cial provision is made by treaties, and office and traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, agents, and sub-agents, for 
the year ending 30th June, 1861, $35,000. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-second amendment: 
For defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
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aiding them in procuring their own subsistence, purchase 
of provisions and presents, compensation of laborers and 
other employés, for the year ending 30th June, 1561, 
# 25,000. 


The amendment was non-concurred in 


' Eighty-third amendment: 

Vor defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- | 
ence of the Indians in Washington Territory to the reser- 
vations therein, aiding them in procuring their own subsist- 
ence, purchase ot provisions and presents, and compensa- 
tion of laborers and over employes, for the year ending J0th 
June, 1561, $25,000. 


The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Eighty-fourth amendment: 

For payment of improvements of the Indians west of the 
Cascade mountains, the Nez Perces, the Flatheads, the 
VYakamas, which may have to be abandoned in consequence 
of certain treaty stipulations with them, and for surveys ot 
reservations to which they are to be removed, $55,000. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Eighty-fifth amendment: 

For insurance, transportation, and the necessary ex 
yenses of delivery of annuities, goods, and provisions to 
Vehesnes, Flatheads, and Nez Perces, for the years ending 
30th June, 1860, and 30th June, 1561, $42,000. | 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Ninetieth amendment: 

For loss and destruction of property of citizens of Min 
nesota and Lowa, at Spirit lake, in the year 1857, by Ink 
pah-du-tal’s band of Sioux Indians, accruing under the pro 
visions of the act of Congress approved JUth June, 1834, 
$16,679 97: Provided, ‘The Secretary of the Interior shall 
first cause the true amounts of such losses of property to be 
investigated and adjusted in a manner satisfactory to him, 
and the amounts so ascertained shall be paid to the claim- 
ants, respectively, in full satisfaction thereof, 


Mr. REAGAN. I must call for the yeas and 
nays upon thatamendment; not that I am opposed 
to it, but | want the vote for future reference. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment upon which a separate 
vote was asked, was the nincty-first amendment 
of the Senate, with two amendments thereto rec- 
ommended by the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union. 

The amendment of the Senate was as follows: | 

For the purchase and transportation of provisions and 
presents, and to meet expenses necessary in holding a coun 
cilwiththe Red Lake and Red River Chippewas,in the State 
ol Minnesota, tor the extinguishment of their tide to lands | 
in that State, said Indians numbering about two theusand | 
souls, $10,000: Provided, Thatthe goods purchased in 1858 
for the Vanctonnais band of Sioux, the reception of which 
was declined by them, may be used in the negotiations | 
with the san Chippewas ot Red lake and Red river. 

The firstamendment to the Senate amendment, 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, was as follows: 

For payment to Merritt 8. Young, for one hundred and 
forty thousand rations for subsistence furnished the emi 
grating Pottawatomiecs, Chippewas and Ottowas in 1852, 
under contract with the Indian department, and allowed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $9,625. | 


The amendment tothe amendment of the com- 
mittee was as follows: 

For payment of transportation of provisions and pres 
ents, and to meet expenses necessary in holding a council 
with the Arapahoes and Cheyenne Indians south of the 
Piatte, east of the Rocky Mountains, and north of the Ark- 
ansas river, for the extinguishment of their title to land. in 
the region around Pike's Peak, the sum of $35,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. [I call for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. IL hope we shall first take 
the question by a division, reserving to the gen- 
Ueman the right afterwards to call the yeas and 
na 


3. 

Mr. REAGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. PEYTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Peyton and 
Haut were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes eighty-six, noes not counted, 

So the amendment to the amendment wasagreed 
to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union upon the Senate amend- 
ments to the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. I rise toa privileged question 


of higher importance than that of the gentleman | 
from Ohio. | 


THE 








has the floor 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I insist upon my mo- 
tion. Pending that motion, however, I move that 
all debate upon the Senate amendments to the 


Army bill be terminated in five minutes after the | 


House goes into committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURCH. I was promised a separate vote 
upon the sixty-ninth amendment of the Senate to 
the Indian bill; but I have not had that separate 


\| vote, and I ask it now. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would be happy 


to gratify the gentleman; but his request comes | 


too late. The biil has been disposed of. 


Mr. SHERMAN. We cannot now go back. 
NOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. Pending the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to go into committee, I rise 
to a question of privilege. It is to make a report 
from the committee of conference upon the home- 
stead bill. 

‘The committee of conference upon the disagree- 


ing votes of the two Houses, on the bill of the | 


Senate (No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers on the public domain, and for other pur- 


poses, after full and free conference, have sep- | 


arated without coming to an agreement. 

I move that the House adhere to its amend- 
ments; and I will state, ina few words, the dif- 
ference between the two bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentlemen from In- 
diana has no right to do anything more than make 
the report, and submita motion toadhere. That 


motion will come up hereafter as a matter of | 


rrivilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that, 
as the bill is before the House, the motion to 
adhere is in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But that motion does not 


take precedence of my motion to go into com- | 


mittee. 

Mr. COLFAX, 
the motion, I have the right to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman is correct. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
remarks. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. 
to give reasons? 

Mr. GROW. 
debate it. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion is debatable. 

Mr. COLFAX. If gentlemen will allow me a 
moment, lam not going to debate the question 
as to which bill is right and which is wrong. I 
desire briefly to state the difference between the 
two bills. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I will be very brief in my 
Is it in order 
That would open debate. 

The gentleman has a right to 


The Chair thinks the ques- 


I hope this example will 


| not be taken asa os hereafter, because a 


motion to adhere does not take precedence of a 
motion to suspend the rules to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. COLFAX. There are five points of differ- 
ence between the two bills. The first point is in 
relation to the persons who may be benificiaries 
under the bill. The second is in relation to the 
area of Government land covered by the bill. 


The third point is in relation to the preémptors | 


now upon the land; the fourth, in relation to 
the price of the land; and the fifth, in relation 
to the duty of the President to expose Jands to 
sale. 

The first point is in relation to the beneficiaries 
under the bill. The House bill embraces all per- 
sons, citizens of the United States or who have 
declared their intentions to become such, whether 
heads of families or not, if they are over twenty- 
one years of age. The Senate bill confines the 


| benefit to heads of families alone, excluding the 


young men, who furnish the largest portion of 


|| the defenders of our country in time of war, and 


who are a most valuable portion of our populh- 
; tion. 


Under the second head, the House bill includes 


| all preémptors now upon the land, and allows 


them, as well as those who settle hereafter, to 
have a quarter section for ten dollars, after five 
years’ settlement thereon. The Senate bill ex- 
| cludes the preémptors now upon the public land 
| from its operations, but gives them two years 
| after the passage of the bill to take the land at full 


If [ have the right to make | 
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ence of the Indians in Oregon to the reservations therein, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio Government price, $1 25 per acre. And] w 


| lands owned by the Government which are 
| reserved for special purposes. 
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add, in regard to this, that the House haye sae 


a bill, still pending in the Senate, rohibiting gq} 
of public lands till ten years after survey: al 
which, if passed, would give the actual setije, t 
years’ start of the speculator. The preémptor 
already upon the public land cannot take the ene 
ter section they are now upon, under the Gin 
bill, unless cert pay the Government price fore. 
If it is not paid for by them, it must be put y : 
public sale, and speculators take an equal on. 
with them. To secure the benefit of the Senate 
bill, the present preémptors will have-to abandon 
the homesteads they are on, with what improve. 
ments they have made, and claim anothe 
section. r eee 

The third point is in reference to the land coy. 
ered by the two bills. ‘The House bill applies to 
ull lands subject to preémption. This covers qi) 
not 
The Senate bil 
is confined to lands subject to private entry, 
which are lands remaining after publi¢ sale and 
after non-resident speculators have had their pick 
and choice. Even then, a speculator with a land 
warrant, costing him sixty or seventy cents per 
acre, can obtain a fee-simple title at once; whijjp 
the actual settler must stay on his land five yeays 
before he can obtain his title, and then pay twenty. 
five cents per acre, besides the land office fees,” 

The next point is in regard to the price. The 
Senate bill requires twenty-five cents per acre, or 
forty dollars for a quarter section, which is twice 
as costly as the graduated public lands in Mis- 
souri, ke. The House bill requires only ten 
dollars, which is charged to cover the cost of sur- 
veying, field notes, &c., incurred by the Govern. 
ment. 

The next point is in regard to the duty of the 
President to expose the landsto public sale. There 
is nothing in relation to that matter in the House 
bill. The Senate bill requires and compels the 
President to expose all the public lands to sale 
within two years after survey—an entirely new 
feature, never before incorporated in a land bill, 

The Senate bill has also another provision which 
has no correlative feature in the House bill. It 
grants to the States all lands in their respective 
limits after having been in market thirty years. 

I have only to add that there is no land subject 
to the provision of the Senate bill in Minnesota, 
nor in Washington or Oregon, and but very little 
in California, Kansas, and Nebraska, as there is 
but litue Government land there subject to private 
entry. 

I have given a fair statement of the points of 
difference between the two bills, and I now move 
the previous question on the motion to adhere. 

Allow me to say further, that I am always de- 
sirous of coéperating with the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in advancing 
public business; but if we are to have conference 
committees, they must have time to report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the motion to adhere was 
agreed to. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table 

Ths latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 501) making appropri 
ations for certain civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861, 
with the Senate amendments thereto; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wasnsvurn, of Maine, in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the Senate 
amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 305) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army during 
the year ending June 30, 1861. 
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” First and second amendments of the Senate: 


On page 3, strike out the word “ four” and insert the 
ord * five,” and strike out the word “ forty”? and insert 
Wore ord * eighty ;”? so that the clause will read : 
a Ae the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s depart- 

1 consisting of fuel for the officers, enlisted men, guard, 
» . a Js, storehouses, and oflices ; of forage in kind jor the 
1 Pe pules, aud oxen of the quartermaster’s department 
boeae several posts and stations, and with the armies in 
= = jd; for the horses of the two regiments of dragoons, 
~ rs regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
‘if men, the companies of light artillery, and such compa- 
= of infantry as may be mounted, and for the authorized 
os eshet of officers’ horses when serving in the field and at 
ayer josts, including bedding for the animals; of straw 
pe eae hedding, and of stationery, including blank 
* s for the quartermaster’s deparunent, certificates tor 
discharged soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quarter- 
yaster’s deparunents 5 and for the printing of division and 
departure nt orders and reports, $1,580,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, ; 
The amendments were non-concurred in. 


Third amendment: 


Strike out the word “ fifty,” and insert the words “ sev- 
euity-five 37? So as to make the clause read: 

for the incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s de- 

rtment, consisting Of postage on letters, and packets re- 
ceived and sent by officers ofthe Army on public service ; 
expenses of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation of judge advocates, recorders, 
members, and witnesses, while on that service, under the 
get of March 16, 1802; extra pay to soldiers employed, un- 
der the direction of the quartermaster’s department, in the 
erection of barracks, quarters, storehouses, and hospitals ; 
in the construction of roads, and on other constant labor, for 
periods of not less than ten days, under the acts of March 
». 1819, and August 4, 1854, including those employed as 
clerks at division and department headquarters ; expenses 


Dur 


ot expresses to and from the frontier posts and armies in | 


the field; of escorts to paymasters and other disbursing of- 
ficers, and to trains Where military escorts cannot be fur- 
nished; expense of the interment ot officers killed in action, 
or who die when on duty in the field, or ai the posts on the 
frontiers, and of non-commissioned officers and soldiers ; 
authorized office turniture ; hire of laborers in the quarter- 
waster’s department, including the hire of interpreters, 


spies, and guides for the Army, compensation of clerks ot | 
the officers of the quartermaster’s department; compensa- | 


tion of forage and wagon masters, authorized by the act of 
July 5, 1838; for the apprehension ot deserters, and the ex- 
penses incident to their pursuit; and tor the following ex- 


peuditures required for the two regiments of dragoons, the | 


two regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, and such companies of infantry as may be mounted, 


namely, the purchase of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and | 


shoeing tools, horse and mule shoes and nails, iron and 
steel for shoeing, hire of veterinary surgeons, medicines 
for horses and mules, picket ropes, and for shoeing the 
horses of the corps named, $475,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 

Suike out * $300,000,”’ and insert ** $593,882 60;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Por constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
which it may be necessary to occupy during the year; for 
repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab- 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters tor 
officers On military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of 
storehouses for the keeping of military stores ; of grounds 
lor suinmer cantonments ; for temporary frontier stations, 
including $15,000 for the purchase of stoves, $593,882 60. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. STANTON. Iam directed by the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs to offer the following 
amendment: 

Strike out * $593,882 60,’ and insert, in lieu thereof, 
“ 3401,354 60;”? and after the word “ cents,”’ insert: 

To be expended as follows : 

Porrents, including hire or cammutation of quarters for 


officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops; of 








storehouses for the safe-keeping of military stores; of | 
founds for summer cantonments ; and for labor on frontier | 


stations, and 3608 87 to be paid as back rent for the site 
of Fort Davis, ‘Texas, $101,250. 


For repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings as estab- 


lished military posts, $155,547. 
or constructing barracks and other buildings at the fol- 
lowing posts, to wit: 
At Barraneas barracks, Key West, at Fort Mackinaw 
and Fort Monroe, in the department of the East, $112,578 50. 


{n the deparunent of the West: At Fort Kearny, || 


$10,000 ; at Fort Ridgely, $2,000 ; at Fort Randall, $2,706 16. 


In the department of Texas: AtCamp Stockton, $2,000; | 


at Port Chadbourne, $2,645 42; at Camp Colorado, $1,000 ; 
o Fort Davis, $5,000; at Fort Clark, $10,000; at Camp 
Soper, for repairs, $10,000; at Fort Arbuckle, $3,900. 


= the department of New Mexico: At Fort Marcy, | 
§3 Fort Defiance, | 


lat at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; at 


‘, y 


‘ ln the department of California: At Benicia barracks, 
- 


Weller, $12,200. 
_ In the department of Oregon: At Fort Walla Walla, 
$10,000 ; at Fort Vancouver, $7,673. 

The Committee on Military Affairs took up 
the amendments of the Senate, and have endeav- 
ored to conform their action to the action of 


‘9; at Presidio of San Francisco, $11,500; at Fort | 








| tions and estimates of the Department. 


last Congress. There was a provision incorpor- 
ated in the Army appropriation bill cnaniiae 
that no appropriation should be made for per- 
manent buildings for troops except in pursuance 
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of specific estimates and specific seep, 


The Committee of Ways and Means seem to 
have disregarded that provision of the law of 
last Congress, for they incorporate all these ap- 
pespreninne in one aggregate item. The War 

epartment made these detailed estimates of the 
ameunt necessary for permanent barracks at the 


various departments throughout the country, | 


These, footed up, make, in the aggregate, the sum | 
which the Senate appropriated. The Committee | 
of Ways and Means reported all these sums, to- | 


gether with repairs, in the aggregate. The Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs recommended a separa- | 
tion of the appropriations for repairs for existing | 
posts from appropriations for the establishment | 


of new posts, In pursuance of the recommenda- 


We re- | 


tain the estimates for repairs as they came from | 


the Department. In the estimates for new posts 


: . | 
we have struck out some, judging as well as we | 


could which were the most important points; and 
we have reduced others, so as to reduce the Sen- 
ate amendment about one hundred thousand dol- 
lars, leaving it about one hundred thousand dol- 


lars more than the Hodseamendment. The leading | 
feature of the recommendation of the Committee | 
on Military Affairs is, that it proposes the appro- | 
priations in detail, and applies them to the several | 
posts at which they intend barracks to be erected, | 


so that Congress may determine where and in 


| what sums the money shall be distributed. 


This amendment is with the committee. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 


Monroe. I make that motion for the purpose of 
submitting some observations on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended, and this House adopted, an appropria- 
tion for the two purposes of building new barracks 
and repairing the old ones. When that appro- 
priation was proposed to the House, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs did not move to amend 
by separating the items for repairs from the items 
for new barracks. i 
the gentleman from Ohio is a little late at this 
period. I donot propose to say anything, how- 
ever, in opposition to the policy of dividing the 
items, or anything in opposition to the law to 
which the gentleman refers. I have no objection 
to it. 

The chief question which I wish to raise is as 


I move to amend || 
| the amendment of my friend from Ohio, by strik- 
ing out the appropriation for the barracks at Fort | 





The criticism, therefore, of | 


to the amount. The Senate, in this amendment, | 
have restored the original estimates of the Depart- | 


ment. The Committee of Waysand Means recom- 


| mend a non-concurrence with the amendment, | 


The essential difference between the amendment | 


of the Senate and the bill proposed by the House 
is with respect to the two items—the item of 
$92,000 for Fort Monroe, and the item of $64,000 
tor Fort Cooper, in Texas. These two items the 
Committee of Ways and Means struck out from 


the estimates of the Department when they made | 


their recommendation to appropriate $300,000. 
The argument made now by the Committee on 
Military Affairs is substantially that adopted by 


' the Committee of Ways and Means, with the 


| The recommendation is for $62,000 at Camp | 








exception that they increase the appropriation for 
the barracks at Fort Monroe and at Camp Cooper. 


Cooper, and $92,000 at Fort Monroe. The Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means adhere to their opin- | 


ion that no appropriation is necessary at this time 
for Camp Cooper; and I therefore trust that that 
will be struck out of the recommendation of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


priate to do in the course of a few years, at this 


j They are of | 
| opinion, likewise, that whatever it may be appro- 


time there is no pressing necessity for so large an | 


expenditure as $92,000 for the erection of new 
barracks in Fort Monroe; and they therefore de- 
sire that item to be stricken from the amendment 


of the Committee on Military Affairs; and for the | 


purpose of perfecting it, | move to strike out the 


$92,000 for Fort Monroe. 


Mr. BOTELER. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the | 


purpose of opposing the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. His proposition is, I 


believe, to strike out the appropriation of $92,000 | 


' needed at Fort Monroe? 
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for building barracks at Fort Monroe. Now, sir, 
does the gentleman know that barracks are not 
Does the gentleman 
know the condition of the barracks at Fort Mon- 
roe?* If it were a poston the frontier, liable to be 
abandoned, why there might be some reason for 
us to consider his proposition favorably; but this 
is one of the most important and one of the mos* 
permanent posts.in the whole country. There is 
no fortification upon our whole Atantic seaboard 
more indispensable than this one, which com- 
mands the entrance to that great inland sea, the 
Chesapeake bay, and the tributary streams flow- 
ing into it, 

Sir, the Secretary of War raised a commission 
of Army officers to investigate the condition of 
the barracks at Fort Monroe, and they were unan- 
imous, as will be seen from their report, in rec- 
ommending the necessity of having this appro- 
priation made. In accordance with that report, 
estimates were submitted to the Department, and 
they come here now with the sanction and au- 
thority of the officers of the Army and of the 
Department; and the gentleman from Maryland, 
without stating the condition of these barracks, 
moves to strike out the appropriation. I hope his 
amendment will not be adopted. This fort is in- 
dispensable, not only for the defense of the prin- 
cipal cities of Virginia, but of those also of the 
State which the gentleman represents, and of this 
metropolis of the nation. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 











1 wish to say a 


| word or two only in reply to the gentleman from 


Virginia. I concur with him entirely in the im- 
portance of Fortress Monroe; not certainly for 
the defense of the upper portion of Chesapeake 
bay, but for the defense of Virginia’s great naval 
city of Norfolk. Nor would I do anything tend- 
ing in the slightest degree to impair its efficiency. 
There are now barracks there actually occupied 
by a large body of troops. I saw these barracks 
a few weeks ago myself. They are not residences 
which I would select myself, but they are suffi- 
cient for the present necessities of the garrison at 
that place. They are not worthy of receiving a 
large expenditure of money in repairs, but they 
will last for several years longer. The question 


, which the Committee of Ways and Means desire 


this House to consider is, whether, at this time, 
with the meansof Government so scanty, and the 
necessities of the Government so great, a large 
appropriation shall now be made for the purpose 
of erecting new barracks, rather than to allow the 
barracks there now to be used a year or two longer, 
until the condition of the Treasury shall be bet- 
ter. There is nothing which impairs the comfort 
essentially of either the officers or the men, inmy 
judgment; and it would be advisable to waita 
while before we make this expenditure. On this 
ground the Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommend a non-concurrence in the amendment. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not believe that the 
committee is aware that they have voted to strike 
out the appropriation. I do not believe that the 
House knew what they did; and | hope the vote 
will be reconsidered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I suggest that if 
the House did not know what it did, that is no 
reason for undoing anything that it has done. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider 


| is not in order in committee. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to increase the amount 
of the appropriation contained in the first clause 
of the sania of the gentleman from Ohio. I 
do it for the purpose of expressing my opinion 
upon the legislation enacted by Congress at the 
last session. I was not present when the Army 
bill passed the House. It was my intention, if ! 
had been present, to have called the attention of 
the committee to the legislation of the last Con- 
gress, which required that when new barracks 
are to be erected, specific estimates shall be sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of War, and specific ap- 
propriations must be made in order to enable 
those new works to be constructed; but not being 
present upon that occasion, I did not submit the 
views which I entertain. So far as appropriating 
the money necessary to pay the rent of buildings 
occupied a the Army is concerned, that will be 
paid outof the appropriation which was contained 
in the bill as it passed the House. So far as 1" 


may be necessary also to make temporary re- 
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pairs of buildings already in use, expendjtures of 


that kind can be made out of the $300,000 which 
we appropriated, or out of the five hundred-odd 
thousand dollars proposed to be apy ropriated by 
the Senate. 
oa incorporated inthe Army appropriation 
vill at the last session of Congress, it is my opin- 
ion that no portion of this three hundred thousand 
or five td, et thousand dollars can be applied 
to the construction of new works wherever they 
may be needed for the accommodation of the 
Army. . 
The Secretary of War complied with the legis- 
lation of Congress in submitting his estimates in 
the form in which they come; that so much was 
necessary for Fort Cobb, so much for Camp Stock- 
ton, and so for all the posts in detail. 
construction of the Army appropriation bill of the 
last session of Congress, the Secretary of War 


But with a fair construction of the | 


Upona fair | 


would not be authorized in expending any gen- | 


eral fund at any new barracks or post proposed to 
be established, except it be specifically designated 
by the law making the appropriation. 
submitted this amendment pro forma, to enable me 
to make this explanation; and if there be no 


objection, | will withdraw it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to the withdrawal at 
this moment. I have a word to say in opposi- 
tion to it. I see no cause for apprehension in 
regard to the power of making new barracks, if we 
make the appropriation; for these officers will al- 


1 have | 


ways find some way of making itlegal to expend | 


all the money we appropriate, be it less or more. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the policy pursued by. | 


the Military Committee, in recommending appro- 
priations suggested by the Department, has been 
guided by this idea: that we have no cause for 
erecting permanent barracks for our troops at 
this time; that all the available forces of the Uni- 
ted States ought to be quartered on the frontier. 


We have but a small Army,and we have but one 


foe, which is the Indian. Our Army are con 
stantly in a state of active service when they are 
in a state of proximity to the Indians. Now, 


why should we go to building permanent bar- | 


racks at any of the fortifications of the United 
States, when all the forces of our Army, cavalry, 
infantry, and artillery, are needed on the frontier? 
You have, from ‘Texas and from elsewhere, all 
along the frontier, continucd and earnest appeals 
to Congress for troops to be sent to their defense; 
and now we are told that a large force is lying 
idle at one of the old fortifications. Mr. Chair- 
man, let me tell you that there is no man in this 
House who is more willing to make liberal appro- 
priations for fortifications in time of peace than 
myself, but there is no necessity for garrisoning 


our forts. As I have said, not one company of 


treops should be kept at any of your old fortifi- | 


cations. 
The Committee on Military Affairs have acted 


on the assumption that the Army should all be | 
stationed in the neighborhood of that foe which | 


stand ready to make war upon our people, and 
that your appropriations can be better expended 
than in the erection of permanent barracks. We 
are, therefore, not willing to recommend appro- 
priations for barracks at Carlisle, or at Old Point 
Comfort. Our policy has been to direct all the 
appropriations for this purpose to the western 
frontier, and not for permanent barracks there, 
for they are not necessary. Why should we ex- 
pend large sums of money in building fortifica- 
tuons and permanent barracks in the West, when 


we know that the progressive columns of civil- | 


ization are driving back the Indians, and that 
stations now upon the extreme frontier will soon 
be surrounded by populous settlements? Fortifi- 
cations are one thine and barracks are another. 
My honorable friend from Virginia says that this 
point is one of the most important in the United 
States. I concede that itis, and I will go for any 
appropriation that is necessary for building up or 
keeping in repair that or any other important 
work of defense according to the plans of your 
engineers. But when you come to making bar- 
racks; when you come to the erection of dwellings 
for your Army, the policy of the Committee on 
Military Affairs is, that while all the troops should 
be stationed in the West in time of peace, it is 
unnecessary to expend large sums of money in 
barracks at the old fortifications. 
Mr. PEYTON. I desire to know if the amend- 
ment reported by the Miitary Committee is in- 


| 
j 
| 
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cluded in this $500,000 contained in this Senate || 


amendment? 


Mr. STANTON. 


i 
| 
| 


The amendment proposed || 


by the Committee on Military Affairs isa substi- || 


tute for the Senate amendment. We propose to 
strike out the amendment of the Senate, and to 


|| insert a provision containing a smaller appropria- 


tion. 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio b 
striking out the appropriation of $10,000 for bar- 
racksat Camp Cooper. That will make theamount 


recommended by the Military Committee sub- | 
stantially the same as that recommended by the | 
Committee of Ways and Means; and it will ac- | 


complish the purpose the Committee of Ways and 


| Means had in view better than, with their imper- 


fect acquaintance with the military department of 
the Government, they were able to carry out them- 
selves; for it appropriates specific sums of money 
to be expended at each individual station, and to 
that extent places the control over the expendi- 
tures of the War Department in the legislative de- 
partment, where it belongs. We think there is 
no necessity for an appropriation at Camp Cooper 


at all; and for that reason | offer this amendment, | 


in good faith, and hope it will be adopted. 
Mr. STANTON. 


in detail $64,000 for barracks at that post. Since 
the amendments of the Senate to the Army ap- 
propriation bill have been printed, we called upon 
the Quartermaster General to know what were 
the necessities of the service in relation to these 
barracks. He told us that the estimates for Camp 
Cooper might be omitted, with the exception of a 
small sum for repairs of barracks; and in pursu- 
ance of his suggestion, we reduced the appropri- 
ation from $64,000, as estimated, to $10,000, which 
was deemed necessary for repairs. Now, as to 
whether even that sum ts necessary to be expended 


,at Camp Cooper, or as to whether this whole 


} 


amount appropriated in general is absolutely ne- 
cessary or not, | confess that I have no very de- 
cided opinion, I think that perhaps the $10,000, 
which the gentleman from Maryland proposes to 
strike out, may be spared. 

Mr. REAGAN. I merely want to say that I 
suppose, of course, as this is for my section of 
country, in order to preserve harmony of action 
on the part of the House, it will be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, that as to these forts, 
where there is a state of profound peace and pros- 
perity, itis not difficult to get twenty, forty, sixty, 
or a hundred thousand dollars; but where there is 
a frontier upon which there is a state of carnage; 
where the people are being killed, and their prop- 
erty destroyed, it is a difficult matter to get an 
appropriation of even $10,000 for their protec- 
tion, 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to offer an amendment. 
I desire to have that part of the amendment in 
reference to the department of New Mexico read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At Fort Marcy, $3,500; at Camp Burgwin, $1,400; at 
Fort Defiance, $7,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand that the military 
post at Fort Defiance is to be removed. The bar- 
racks there are but temporary buildings, and itis 
proposed to remove it toa more desirable location. 
Orders to that effect have been issued. I suggest, 
therefore,a modification of that part of the amend- 
ment, so that it shall read: 


At Fort Defiance, or such other post as may be selected 
in lieu thereof, &c. 


Mr. STANTON. 
any objection to that. 

Mr. PH ELPS. As orders to that effect have 
been issued, | move the amendment I have indi- 
cated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
It is this: 


For rebuilding Fort Union, or erecting public buildings 
at such other depot as may be designated in lieu thereof, 
$15,000. 


The buildings at Fort Union are log buildings. 
This post is in the Territory of New Mexico. An 


I do not know as there is 


I have another amendment. 


In relation to this appropri- 
ation for Camp Cooper, the Department estimated | 





order has been issued directing the removal of 


| removed, a similar order issued directine 
} . 5 
| Union to be removed to some other more e 
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that military post to some more eligible 

and for the purpose of erecting buildings oy th 
new site, if one shall be directed to be selec: " 
$15,000 are estimated as being necessary, If th 
post shall be retained at Fort Union, it becom, 
necessary to rebuild it. The amendment is - 
accordance with estimates from the Quartermast. 
General’s department. At the same time that 
order was issued directing Fort Defiance to : 


et 
: igib] 
oint. Bible 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Is not-Fort Vnior 
upon the route of the emigration from Missour; 
and our western borders to New Mexico? ' 

Mr. PHELPS. Itis in the department of New 
Mexico. I submit the amendment for the rebuild. 
ing of Fort Union, or the erecting public byjig. 
ings at such other point as may be designated jy 
lieu thereof. The question is now being congiq. 
ered whether they shall or shall not be remoyed 
If the post is removed, the Department will need 
the money. If itis not removed, the money y 
be needed for making the necessary re 
Fort Union. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I am opposed to the 
amendment, on the ground that Fort Union js the 
most eligible post. ‘The amendment contemplates 


POSition: 


y will 
pairs at 


| the erection of another fort, and the abandonment 





of Fort Union. Fort Union stands directly upon 
what is known as the great Santa Fé road, and jp 
the line of travel between Missouri and all the set. 
tlements upon this side, and New Mexico. As] 
understand the genuleman, it is contemplated to 
abandon that fort, and erect another upon Red 
river, which is not at all upon the jine of travel, 
It is not upon the line of travel and commerce be. 
tween the States and New Mexico. If Fort Union 
is abandoned, and another built, it will be ap 
abandonment of all protection of the merchants 
who trade between the State which the gentleman, 
as well as myself, represents, and the Territory 
of New Mexico. ; 

Therefore Lam opposed to an amendment pro- 
viding for the erection of a post where it is not 
wanted, and forthe abandonment of a fort which 
is necessary for the defense of a great commerce 
now existing between the States and that Terr- 
tory. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri a question. Has this 
been recommended by the Department? 

Mr. PHELPS. It has been. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 

Mr. PHELPS. 


estimates. 


Where? 
At page 167 of the general 
It reads as follows: 

For rebuilding Fort Union, or erecting such other depot 
as may be designated in lieu thereof, $15,000. 

So my amendment is in the exact words of the 
estimates. * 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Does the gentle- 
man designate the place ? 

Mr.PHELPS. No,sir. Two different places 

have been examined, one upon the Pecos, and 
another upon the Red or Canadian river. If the 
Department thinks proper to select a different site 
from the present one, it will be necessary to ex- 
pend this money there. If they deem oer to 
rebuild Fort Union, then the money will be neces- 
sary. . 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Too many forts 
have already been established in that country. | 
would inquire ef the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs whether he has not included 
this amount in his amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. In reply to the gentleman 
from Maryland, I ask the Clerk to read the appro- 
priation for the deparment of New Mexico. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

At Fort Marcy, $3,500; at Camp Burgwin, $1,490; and 
at Fort Defiance, or such other post as may be designated 
in lieu thereof, $7,000. 

Mr. STANTON. Then there is no amoum 
included for Fort Union. 

The amendment of Mr. Puexps to the ament- 
ment was not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON. The amendment which hes 
been adopted in reference to Fort Monroe makes 
it necessary that the sum appropriated should be 
reduced by the amount of $92,000. I thereto! 
move to diminish the amount by that sum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ih 
Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend the amen 
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ont by striking out all that relates to Mack- 
“ac, | do not think there is any necessity for it. 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. E 
“Mr. BRANCH. I understand that the proposi- 
tion of the Military Committee is to make these 
appropriations specific, instead of giving a large 
cam ingeneral terms. I think the errs of 
the Military Committee is clearly the best. We 
ought always to make specific appropriations. | 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not understand that this 
method of appropriation 1s recommended by the 
War Department, but that this isa Military Com- 
mittee, taking charge of the distribution of the 
sum appropriated, instead of leaving the distribu- 
tion to the discretion of the War Department, 
according to their views of the demands of the 
service. 
Ml, STANTON. I think it is true that the 
War Department would prefer an appropriation 
of $15,000,000 in a gross sum instead of distrib- 
yting it. The Military Committee did not think 
that the best course. 

The amendment of Mr. Stanton, as amended, 
was agreed to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. 

Fifth amendment: 


Line one hundred and forty-three, page 7, strike out “ two 
hundred and fifty,’? and insert “three hundred,” so that 
the clause will read : 

For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, including 
horse equipments for the mounted regiments, $300,000. 


Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by adding at the end thereof 
the words: 


And that the sum of $400,000 is hereby appropriated, in 
addition to the annual sum already provided by the first 
section of the act of April 23, 1808, tor the purchase and dis- 
tribution of arms for the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and that such arms be supplied contormably 
to the requisitions of the respective States. 


Mr. STANTON. [rise to a question of order. 
I do not see how that amendment is germane to 
the amendment of the Senate, which is to strike 
out ‘two hundred and fifty’”’ and insert ‘* three 
hundred.’’ There is no independent amendment 
of the Senate beyond the mere alteration of sum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to 
sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BOTELER. Is that decision debatable? 
Ifit is not, | take an appeal, with all due defer- 
ence, from the decision of the Chair. I think my 
amendment 1s germane to the section of the bill 
which relates to an appropriation for ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and supplies. The Senate pro- 
oses to increase the amount for munitions of war. 
Mty proposition is to increase the appropriation 
for munitions of war. Arms are inunitions of 
war,and | am sure that an increase over the 
amount proposed by the Senate must be in order, 
germane, and altogether pertinent to this partic- 
ular section. 

The question was put, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Military 
Affairs recommend a non-concurrence in the fifth 
amendment of the Senate. It is for ordnance, 
ordnance stores, and supplies, including horse 
equipments for the mounted regiments, $250,000. 
The difference between the Committee of Ways 
and Means and the Senate is this: the Commit- 
tee of yg and Means took the actual appro- 
priauon of last year as the standard of expend- 
iture, for the purpose of ordnance, ordnance stores, 
Supplies, &c. The Senate have taken the esti- 
mates as furnished by the War Department. I 
called upon the chief of the ordnance depart- 
ment to ascertain whether he could not get along 
with $250,000. He said thatalthough there might 
be some difficulty, yet he could get along with 
$250,000 for the next year, and he was satisfied 
that the House appropriation should be taken. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. Da- 
vIDSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined, and 
found truly enrolled, an act (S. No. 168) to amend 

An act to define and regulate the jurisdiction of 
the district courts of the United States in Califor- 
hla in regard to the survey and location of con- 
firmed private land claims.” 
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| in the amendment of the Senate. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL——AGAIN. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union resumed its session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The Committe of 
Ways and Means recommend a non-concurrence 
I wish, how- 
ever, to eXpress my own individual opiniofi on 
the subject. Although a member of that com- 


mittee, and charged here to represent their action, | 


I think that a more prudent economy would be 
exhibited in concurring with the Senate in their 
amendment, because at this time every species of 
improvement in fire-arms and heavy ordnance is 


| being pushed on with the utmost vigor in all parts 








| is destitute of military 


of the country, and it is plain that the results of 
any military operation hereafter is, in a great 
measure, dependent on our being able to compete 
with any nation of the world in the improved arms 
of modern warfere. 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Whatever, therefore, the | 


House may see fit to do on this matter, whether | 
~ 


it shall see fit to persevere in our improvements 
of fire-arms, or whether we shall see fit to post- 
pone that matter to a future period, L desire to 


declare that, in my judgment, the safety of the | 


Republic depends in a very great measure on our || 


now making liberal expenditures to arm our troops 
in a Manner equal to the best armed troops in the 
world. I do not want to press the House to ¢on- 


cur in my views; I merely wished to make this | 
declaration as to what I regard asa matter of very | 


great public importance, 


The question was taken; and the Senate amend- | 


ment was non-concurred in. 
Sixth amendment: 


For the construction of a military post in or near the val- 
ley of the Red River of the North, between the forty-sixth 
and forty-seventh degrees of north latitude, $50,000; the 


~ 


site to be selected and the post built under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. BRANCH. I propose to amend that 
amendment by adding the following proviso: 


lishment of such a post called for by the public interest. 


The amendmentto the amendment was adopted. | 


The question recurred on the Senate amend- || River of the North, and perhaps on every point 


ment as amended. 


Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Military | 


Affairs have agreed to recommend concurrence in | 


the amendment of the Senate. This post is situ- 
ated in the Pembina region, where there have 
been always some troops heretofore, but where 
they are entirely destitute of barracks. 
are no other barracks in that whole region of 


country for the troops essential to the protection | 
It is not like the southwestern 


of the frontier. 
border, which is spotted all over with military 
posts. 
cently prepared at the War Department, contain- 
ing the present locations of all the — and mil- 
itary posts of the United States, and anybody 
who looks at itand sees the scope of country that 
osts and barracks will at 
once, it seems to me, admit the necessity of some 
protection in that region. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. TheCommittee of 
Ways and Means did not perceive any necessity 
for the construction of barracks at that point. 
The committee was further influenced by the law 
which was passed at the last session of Congress 
at the instance, I believe, of my friend from Ohio, 
providing that no permanent barrack or quarters 
shall hereafter be constructed unless detailed esti- 
mates shall be previously submitted to Congress, 
and shall have Sion approved by a special appro- 
priation for the same. If this post is so import- 
ant, it seems singular that the Department of War 
should not only entirely omit to mention itin their 
annual estimates, but that up to this period of the 


session no detailed estimate or plan has been sub- | 
mitted to any committee of either House for the | 
I thinkthat, even if | 
an appropriation were made, the Departmentcould | 


construction of these works. 


hardly go on to construct the work until this pro- 
viso were repealed. However that may be, it is 
plain that the military department of the Gov- 
ernment cannot regard it as of very essential im- 
portance, since they have entirely failed to recom- 
mend it. For my own part, I am unwilling to 
vote any large appropriation of money for the 

urpose of erecting fortifications or barracks un- 
faeaied military department of the Government 


recommend it. That departmentis charged with || the great war ground of the Indians. 


There || 


There is a map which has been very re- | 
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considering the importance of every point, in a 
military point of view. It is charged with the 
distribution of troops for military murposes, We 
are entitled to its opinion on the al and lam 
generalby inclined, on these points, to yield my 
judgment to theirs, even if adverse. Here we 
have no recommendation at all. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move to amend by increas- 
ing the appropriation to $51,000. The honorable 
gentleman of the Committee of Ways ard Means 
is mistaken in supposing that the Government of 
the United States has not recommended that post 
on the Red River of the North, On thecontrary, 
we have had, from year to year, explorations and 
eXtensive preparations for the establishment of e 
post there. Ihave not the books here to show 
what particular estimates were made, but I ap- 
prehend that this amount is not too great. There 
is a post there already; but there are not the quar- 
ters necessary for the accommodation of troops as 
they should be accommodated in that rigorous 
climate. The trade through this region toward 
Hudson’s Bay and the British settlements is now 
very considerable, and needs protection, Last 
winter the people of the frontier had to send a 
military force to guard the steamboats on the Red 
River of the North. There is no part of the United 
States where a permanent, substantial post is 
more necessary than there. Of course, if Con- 
gress makes the appropriation, the War Depart- 


| ment will not go on with the construction of the 


work till it has the proper plans and estimates 
before it. We only give them the same power 


| that they have in other cases, to go on and build 


the post after these conditions are complied with, 
I hope, therefore, that this amendment will be 
concurred in, It is the only military post in all 


| that region of country that the Military Commit- 


tee think necessary and proper as a permanent 
work. The day is not far distant when the Mis- 


| sissippt river will be connected with Hudson’s 
| Bay, as it now is with the Gulf of Mexico; and 


| this post is one which the War Department would 
Provided, 'The Secretary of War shall deem the estab- || 


recommend, if it has not already done so. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Itis doubtless very 
true that explorations have been made on the Red 


from there to the Pacific ocean, as to the fitness 
of various points for military posts. The fact 
that these explorations have not resulted in the 
fixing of a point proves thatthe War Department 
have not yet made up their mindsas to the neces- 
sity or propriety of having one at any point, It 
would exhibit in this House the most remarkabie 


| capriciousness in point of policy, if, after the last 


Congress declaring that there should be no ex- 
venditure for the establishment of new posts, un- 
ess specific estimates were first submitted to the 
House with the annual estimates, they should 
now, not only without any such detailed esti- 
mates, but without any recommendation from 
any responsible source connected with the Gov- 
ernment, see fit to direct the establishment of a 
post at a point not even indicated in the bill. 1 
submit that we should at least have some respect 
for the gentlemen who are at the head of the mil- 
itary department of the Government; and if they 


| make a recommendation, take it into our favor- 


able consideratién. If they think there is no ne- 
cessity for a fort at this point, we should not force 
one on them blindly and withouta reason. There 
is scarcely any population in thatcountry. There 


| have been no hostile inroads of Indians demand- 


ing any great concentration of troops. A single 
steamer has passed up the Red river to the Brit- 
ish possessions, and it does not appear that it was 
attacked. I submit that this is merely an attempt 
to get a frontier post as a nucleus for settlement, 
and not to defend settlements already there. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. 1 move to 
increase the amount five dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, if there be a position in our 
entire country which calls for a military post, it 


| is certainly this position on the borders of Min- 


nesota. Settlements have extended to the Red 
River of the North. There is already an almost 
unbroken line of settlements from St. Paul to the 
position where this amendment proposes to place 
this military post. There is now a line of steam- 
ers on the Red River of the North running to Lake 
Winnipeg. It is known that where it is proposed 
to place this fort is, and has been for many years, 
It is there 





a 


_ 
ER 


§ 


} 
3 
: 
: 
: 
: 
. 


en 


. 


ce ee mAs 





2992 

where the boundary lines of the various Indian 
tribes meet. There is the position where the wild 
Sioux of those plains are more feared and dreaded 
than anywhere else. 1 know these facts. I know 
that country well from personal observation ; and 
i know thata post there is absolutely required for 
the protection of our people who have settled 
there upon the route to the 
Red river itself. 
river valley is one of the richest and finest valleys 


pee : = a ar ee rae igs no : 
North, is Indian territory; and no treaties have ] tives originally, the Military Committee 


ted river, or on the | 
it is well known that the Red | 


that we have, not simply west of the Mississippi | 
river, but equal to any valley of any tributary of | 


the Mississippi itself. Settlements, as I have said, 
have already stretched there in an unbroken line; 
and not only on one line, but following up the St. 
Peters, winding to the south and west, they have 
nearly met. Every genteman who has given any 
attention to this subject, must have come to the 
conclusion that a post there 1s essential to the pro- 
tection of the inhabitants of our frontier. It is 
essential to the building up of our country there, 

1 will say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
we have had difficulties, and repeated difficulues, 
during the last four years, in that very neighbor- 
hood. We have had mussacres ot our people 
there by the Indians. For these reasons | trust 
that the appropriation will be made. 

Mr. STANTON. There is some misapprehen- 
sionaboutthismatter. ‘Thisisnonew proposition, 
This postis proposed to be established in the Pem- 
bina region as a substitute for the old post at Fort 
Abercrombie, which has been there from an early 
period. We have been in the habit of making 
appropriations for it. It is now dilapidated and 
going to decay, and it is necessary to remove ita 
short distance higher up the river. It is no nov- 
elty atall. There is no question about the neces- 
sity of a post there, It is not like the origination 
of a new post in ap entirely new locality, but is 


a mere slight removal of an exisung post, and || in reference to an occurrence at that point a few 


the building of barracks sufficient for the protec- 
tion of the post. Now, in making these erections, 
the Committee on Military Affairs deemed it their 
duty to look to such poits where it is necessary 
to maintain permanent posts, and where posts 
would not become unnecessary as settlements ad- 


vanced and the Indian populauon receded. Here | 
is a post on the upper Red river, near the bound- | 


ary line of the United States and the British pos- 
sessions, in the locality where it cannot be an- 
ticipated that there will be a dense population for 
a quarter of a century to come, and where it will 
be necessary lO maintain a permanent military 
post for mauy years. Itis, therefore, necessary 
to have av appropriation of a very considerable 
sum of money to afford protection to the troops. 
You want four or five companies, and barracks 
sufficient to afford accommodation for four or five 
companies. And now, | beg gentlemen who want 
to be informed on this subject, just to step to the 
map, Which is hung up there, containing all the 
present military posts, and showing where the 
troops are stationed. | understand that this is a 
recommendation and estimate from the War De- 
partment. The thead of the Ways and Means 
Committee says he saw it yesterday. It did not 
come to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend by increas- 
ing the amount one dollar. I wash to state that 
the gentleman from Maryland, who is a member 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, seems to 
misunderstand this question entirely. He says 
there is no necessity for barracks or troops up 
there. 1 desire to state to him, and to this com- 
mittee, that there are three companies there now, 
who have been there for veel years during the 
summer season, residing in huts which were built 
by the Government a tew years ago, when an 
appropriation of $20,000 was made for the pur- 
pose. Every fall the troops are obliged to be 
transported south, because of the want of the ne- 
cessary barracks for them to remain in during the 
winter; and in the spring they are transported 
back again. The cost of transporting them back 


and forth is more every year than the sum which | 


we ask for here. | desire to state to the commit- 
tee that there are now upon that river one steam- 
boat, and, between the head waters of the Mis- 
sissippi and the head waters of the Red River of 
the North, ene hundred transportation wagons, 


drawn by four horses each, and sixteen coaches, | 


in constant use transporting freight and passen- 
gers for the Hudson’s Bay Company. This entire 


country, upon beth sides of the Red River of the | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL 


——* ——— 


yet been made by those Indians. We have to- 
day passed a clause in the Indian appropriation 
bill appropriating $10,000 to defray the expenses 
of a commission to go there and treat with these 
Indians. This river is the dividing line between 
twosof the most powerful Indian tribes in the 
Northwest—the Siouxs and the Chippewas. 
Hardly a month passes during the year that there 
is not a fight between detached portions of these 
tribes; and in going and returning from those hos- 
tile meetings they pass through the settlements 





| 


of the whites, and leave devastation behind them. | 


I desire to state further that the appropriation 


was recommended by the former Secretary of 
| War, and has been recommended by the present 


Secretary of War to the Military Committee of 
the Senate, and this appropriation was made in 
the Senate with but six dissenting voices; and 


two of these Senators, as | am informed, did not | 


know what they were voting on. There is no | 


question in the world that this appropriation is 
demanded by the interests of the community; and 
when gentlemen say that there are no people there, 
they are very much mistaken. There 1s a settle- 
menton the north of the international line, in the 
British possessions, of from fifteen to twenty 
thousand people. 


There is not a month passes | 


but what they cross over the line and commit dep- 


redations upon citizens of the United States. They 
have a fort about sixty miles from the interna- 


tional line well garrisoned, while on this side of 
the lines, during the winter season, there is no | 


post within five hundred miles to pyotect our peo- 
ple, and no fort or garrison of any kind between 


| the lakes and Puget Sound. 


I desire to say that here is a paper published at 


Sauk Rapids, on the upper waters of the Missis- 


sippi, from which I will read a single paragraph 


weeks ago: 


“The Chippewa party passed through town homeward 
this morning, bearing the tour bloody scalps of the unfor- 
tunate Sioux, as trophies of their victory. One of the party 
had the entire head of a Sioux ina bag, which he exhibited 
on the door-step at Day’s hotel. Weary with the load, he 


took it out, made merry over it, took off the scalp, and | 


threw the bloody remainder away. 
Chippewa rolled it over and over, cut a gun string froin it, 
and wentaway rejoicing.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I have just one 
single sentence to utter in reply to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. He has read to us what, I sup- 
pose, is the best argument he could adduce upon 
the subject, touching the necessity of a military 
post at this locality. It consists in the fact that 
parties belonging to two different tribes of Indians 
have quarreled with each other, and that, in their 
quarrels, half a dozen Indians were killed. Is the 
fact that the Indians in that locality kill and scalp 
each other a valid reason why this Government 
should appropriate money to build a fort for the 


protection of the whites? I submit this question 


to the committee. 
Mr. BRANCH. It seems to me somewhat sin- 
gular, in view of the express provision of the Con- 


| sutution that all apprepriation bills shall originate 


in the House of Representatives, that the Secre- | 


tary of War should have sent his estimates for 
these appropriations to the Senate, as itcomesout, 
in the remarks of the gentleman from Minnesota, 
he has done in this instance. I think it is a fact 
which requires some explanation. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


from the Secretary of War was in response to one 


addressed to him by the Military Committee of |) 


the Senate. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then,I suppose, there has 
been no estimate sent here by the War Depart- 
ment, asking Congress to make an appropriation 


_ for the erection of this post. 


Why, sir, in view of the very lamentable pic- 


ture drawn by the gentleman from Minnesota and 


the gentleman from Washington, as to the con- 
dition of things in that region, we must come to 
the conclusion that the Secretary of War has been 
very remiss in his duty in not recommending to 
Congress the establishment of aposthere. How 
is it, if the erection of a post in that region was 
so necessary for the protection of our inhabitants, 
that an estimate had to be called for by the Mili- 
tary Committee of the Senate before it could be 
obtained from the Department? How is it that, 
when this bill passed the House of Representa- 


I will say to the gentleman | 
from North Carolina, that this communication | 


Afterwards, a young | 
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here did 


|| notask to have this appropriation included? Hoy 
|| is it that we never heard of this terrib| 


> State of 
1€ eStah. 
1ad to be 


things, or of the pressing necessity for t} 
lishment of this military post, until it | 
drawn out from the Department on the applies 
tion of acommittee of the Senate? If our Glen, 
in the neighborhood of the Red River of the North 
are in that suffering condition represented by the 

entleman from Minnesota and the gentleman trom 
Washington, why is it that some gentleman did 


| not rise when this bill was originally before the 


House and demand that relief be extended by Con. 
gress? 

Mr. STANTON. I will reply to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that, after a pretty hard Strug. 
gle on the “ of the Military Committee her. 
when this bill was iginelaaedl in the House, 4, 
have it referred to us, the House determined ao 
we had nothing to do with it, and therefore 
not our province to interfere. 


Mr. BRANCH. And yet I understand that th 


it was 


| Military Committee of the House now recom. 


| mend that this appropriation shall be inserted 
_ Have they any move authority over the subjec: 


/now than they had when the bill was before ys 


in the first instance ? 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that if there be any 
question which has by the Constitution been Jefj 
and which by all considerations of propriety 
should be left, to the executive department of the 
Government, it is the selection of sites, and the 
recommendation to Congress for the establish. 
ment of military posts in distant parts ef the coup- 
try. Itis a matter which belongs exclusively to 
the War Department of the Government, and cay 
only be intelligently determined by them. Sir, 
this House has no corps of engineers to make ex- 


| plorations and select sites for the erection of mil- 





| itary posts in your Indian country; and if we 


determine without any information at all on the 
subject, more than what we have before us, that 
a military post shall be erected at this particular 
locality, the chances are ten to one that it will be 
not only a waste of public money, but that we 
shall do mischief to our citizens. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. For the pur- 
pose of enabling me to say a word upon this 
subject, | move to reduce the amount five dol- 


| lars. 


I do not doubt that a fort or post, whichever it 
may be, may perhaps be necessary somewhere in 
this Red river country. Iam inclined to think 
that perhaps it is necessary; but I wish to call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that no longer 
ago than last year, upon mature deliberation, after 
considering all the evils of this system of appro- 
priating money without the necessary data, we 
adopted the policy that before we would go on 
with works of this kind, we would have detailed 
estimates, and know exactly what it is proposed 
to do, before we would make provision for com- 
mencing any new works of this description. Now, 
sir, L hope this amendment will be voted down 
without any reference to the necessity for this 
post. If we mean in good faith to live up to the 
sound policy which we then adopted, I say vote 
down the amendment, and if it is necessary that 
the post should be established, let the War De- 

artment furnish their estimates, so that we may 

now what we are voting for. I do not want to 
vote for opening any more doors for unlimited 
appropriations, by the commencement of works, 
the cost of which we know nothing about. Let 
us have the recommendation of the Department 
and their estimates before we begin. 

Mr. CURTIS. It seems to be apprehended 
that this amendment does not come into the House 

roperly recommended and estimated for by the 
War Department. That seems to be an objec- 
tion on the part of the gentleman who repre- 
sents the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
also of the gentleman who last addressed the com- 
mittee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I tell this com- 
mittee that this appropriation was recommended 
by every proper military department of the Gov- 
ernment. In the first place, many years ago ® 
expedition was sent out for the purpose of mak- 
ing explorations, with the view of selecting the 
site for a fort, the probable cost of which was \ 
be twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars. Then, 
as the gentleman from Minnesota has stated, ! 
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